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Vfltnesses 


YOSHIDA,  Hidenl*  (resumed) 

Cross  (cont'd)  by  Captain  Robinson 

(Witness  excused) 

KONDO,  Nobutake 

Direct  by  Mr.  Brannon 
Direct  by  Mr.  SHIMANOUCHI 

Cross  by  Mr.  Comyns  Carr 


26635 

26635 

26646 

26654 

26654 

26677 

26684 


26688 


Cross  (cont'd)  by  Mr.  Comyns  Carr 
Cross  by  Mr.  Furness 


26689 

26698 

Redirect  by  Mr.  Brannon  26700 

Cross  by  Mr.  HANAI  '  26702 

(Witness  excused)  26704 

MIYO,  Tatsuklchl  26705 

Direct  by  Mr.  Roberts  26705 

(Witness  excused)  2673^ 

FUCHIDA ,  Mltsuo  2673I 

Direct  by  Mr.  Roberts  2673I 

(Witness  excused)  26741 
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(Witness  Qxpused) 
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Monday,  2?  Atigust  1947 


INTE3UIATI0NAL  MILITARY  TRIBUNAL 
FOR  THE  PAR  EAST 
Court  House  of  the  Tribunal 
War  Ministry  Building 
Tokyo,  Japan 


The  Tribunal  net,  pursuant  to  adjournment. 


9  I  at  0930, 


Appearancesi 

For  the  Tribunal,  all  Members  sitting,  with 
the  exception  of:  HONORABLE  JUSTICE  I.  M.  ZARAYANOV, 

14  ! 

Member  from  the  USSR*,  not  sitting  from  0930  to  1600* 
For  the  Prosecution  Section,  same  as  before* 

16 

For  the  Defense  Section,  same  as  before* 


(English  to  Japanese  and  Japanese 

to  English  Interpretation  was  made  by  the 
« 

Language  Section,  IMTFE* ) 


t  -  u'-i  <1  . 


I 


I 


I 


>  r. 
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U/JiSHiX  OP  TIE  CCUiiTi  The  Intern;  tl'^nal 
•  \ 
llilltcry  Tribunal  for  tho  Far  Er.st  Is  nrv  in  sosslon. 

THE  Pl'iESIDENTt  t'ith  tho  Tribunal's  poriiission 
the  occusod  /J1/.EI  \7ill  bo  obsont  fr'.'n  tho  orurtrooo 
all  doy  confurring  uith  his  counsel. 

Dr.  Kiyoso. 

(Uhoroupon,  Dr.  niYOSE  spolzo  in 
Jopnnosu.) 

TEE  Pl’iESlDEirP:  This  should  not  bo  done 
without  letting  thu  Tribunal  know. 


so  far. 


TEE  INTBaPnETETi:  !7e  shall  Rive  the  English 


DTw  ICIYOSB:  At  tho  session  on  the  20th  ''•f 


this  nonth  l!r,  Ccnyns  Carr  stated  to  this  Tribunal 

that  the  original  of  tho  excerpt  referred  tr  by  the 

witness  OKADA  on  August  5  had  nr't  been  filed  with  tho 

Clerk's  office  r.nd  that  ho  had  n't  yet  seen  it, 

Er,  Conyns  Carr's  str.tenent  is  to  be  found  on  page 

26,388  of  the  transcript.  Hay  I  point  ut  that  this 
* 

is  a  gross  error  on  the  part  of  Hr,  Coryns  Carr.  Tho 
original  -^f  the  docunont  roforrod  to  by  the  witness 
OKADA  was  filed  by  no  with  tho  Clerk's  office  together 
with  the  witness'  affidavit.  It  was  not  br^^ught  intr 
the  court  that  day,  but  when  I  wont  to  tho  Clerk's 
‘  ffice  and  called  t6eir  attention  tf  it  it  was 


I 


Inredictely  brought  Int  •  the  courtrorn.  While 
Pr'^secutor  Conyns  Cc.rr  wr.s  still  at  thu  lectern  I 
Ltiscussod  the  iicttor  with  ny  collecgue,  Hr.  Loftfiy 
who  was  in  chnrf»o  of  thu  interrogation  ''f  the  witness 
0Iw.Di'*,  and  I  personally  handed  the  docunont  in  question 
to  I'r,  Cooyns  Cnrr. 

Hay  I  continue? 

TIIL  Pl'»ESIDENTt’  Hr,  Tavonner, 

JTi.  TAVEIJNETv;  If  the  Tribunal  please,  I 
see  no  value  in  procooding  with  this  riatter  now;  and 
I  think  it  is  a  natter  that  wo  could  discuss  and  that* 
if  there  are  differences  that  we  could  iron  then  I'Ut. 

THE  PRESIDEITT:  Wo  direct  Dr,  KIYOSE  to 
c-nfer  with  you,  Hr.  Tavonner,  before  presenting  the 
natter  to  the  Court  again. 

DIv,  ICIYOSE:  I  spoke  of  this  natter  ?dth 
Hr.  C^niyns  Carr  the  day  before  yesterday.  ' 

THE  PRESIDENT !  Well,  n-  w  you  aje  asked  to 
confer  with  Hjt.  Tavonner,  who  has  invited  that  course. 
You  will  be  heard,  if  necessary,  later. 

;!r.  Levin, 

m.  LEVIN:  Hr.  President  — 

THE  PiiESIDElTT :  Hr"*.  Lovin,  you  are  about  to 

nontion  a  natter  which  we  understand  has  already  been 
dealt  with  by  the  Court  on  the  defense  notions  to 
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disnlss.  V7e  cannot  hoar  tho  sane  application  twice. 

If  we  hear  you  twice  we  will  have  to  hear  everybody 
else  twice,  perhaps  three  tines.  Can  you  explain, 
can  y^u  satisfy  us  thot  this  natter  has  n-^t  already 
been  dealt  with? 

HR.  LEVIN*  It  nr.y  bo,  Mr.  President,  that 
this  natter  has  been  considered  in  oonneetlen  with  the 
r. 'itl^'ns  to  disnlss  In  a  general  way,  because  under 
the  notions  to  disnlss  I  prosune  nost  of  tho  natters 
Involved  In  tho  presentation  of  tho  prosecution* s 
case  have  cone  up. 

TKE  PRESIDENT*  You  heard  what  I  said  In 
Chanbcrs  about  this.  I  circulated  that  anong  ny 
colleagues,  and  I  on'  satisfied  that  they  are  opposed 
to  hearing  this  application,  or  request  ns  you  call 
It,  because  it  has  already  boon  hoard  and  refused. 

HR.  IJSVIN*  I  take  It,  then,  that  tho  Court 
will  not  hear  tho  application? 

THE  PRESIDENT:  That  is  so,  Ur.  Levin. 


YOSHIDA 


HIDGUI  YOSHIDA,  rosUDed  the  stend  and 
testified  through  Japanese  interpreters  os 
follows : 

Cn0SS-EX;iiINATI0N 


THE  PTlESICEHTt  Captain  Hob  ins  on. 

C/J’T/JN  ROBINSON t  lir.  President  and  Ileiiibors 


of  the  Tribunal,  in  acoordonoe  with  the  intiEiation 


□ode  by  the  Prusldont  dxxring  the  cross-oxar*J.notion 
of  this  witness  at  the  preceding  session  of  the  court, 
in  order  to  reduce  the  nnount  of  cross-exanlnction  ^n 
these  naval  statistical  exhibits  3003-A  and  0,  it  is 
proposed  to  state  only  briefly  the  prosecution's  ob¬ 
jection  and  to  ask  the  witness  four  or  five  questi'^ns 
preparatory  to  rebuttal  at  the  appropriate  tine. 

The  prosecution  attaches  inportance  to  these 
doouDents  beccuas,  if  one  gives  attention  to  their 
headings  as  "Conparatlve  Tables"  of  naval  strength  and 
to  their  Intorpreations  of  United  States  naval  docu- 
nonts,  they  ncy  appear  to  contradict  pert  of  the 
testlnony  of  Adniral  Richardson  before  this  Tribunal 
on  the  subject  of  v/hot  United  States  navel  records 
show  on  conparatlve  naval  strength,  on  Japanese  naval 
preparations  for  aggressive  war,  end  on  Che  Japanese 
carrier  plane  attack  on  Poerl  Harbor  on  tba*  7th  of 
Decenber,  1941,  the  date  to  which  those  two  docunents 
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I  are  direct'*;^,  | 

j  The  prosecution’s  objection  to  the  docu- 

I  nents,  as  cross-exaulnotlon  on  specific  Itens  uay 
!  have  Indicated,  Is  n('t  primarily  to  the  statistics 
themselves  os  stated  for  the  Japanese  Navy  and  In 

I 

I  large  part  for  the  United  States  Navy;  the  objection  I 
Is  primarily  to  the  distortion  and  the  Inaccurate 

I 

classifications  ''f  the  statistics  In  attempting  to  I 
make  then  fit  Into  so-called  "Comparative"  tables, 

under  headings,  classifications,  and  definitions 

i 

^  which  are  not  shown  1:y  the  tables  t  otherwise  to  bo 
uniform  In  rieaning  end  equal  In  application  as  applied 
to  Japan  and  tc'  the  United  States,  respectively. 

The  cross-examination  con  nev;  be  concluded,  { 

j  It  Is  believed,  with  four  r*r  five  questions.  These  j 

j  questions  are  Intended  to  assist  in  determining  as 

}  definitely  as  possible  what  specific  Issues  ^'f  feet  ' 
1  I 

are  raised  for  consideration  In  rebuttal." 

THE  PliESIDENT :  So  far  as  you  have  given 
evidence,  and  you  have  given  a  great  deal,  we  dis-  j 
regard  your  statements.  You  go  boy.  nd  an  explanation.  | 
’.7o  are  just  as  capable  cs.  anybody  else  of  reading  what  ) 
Is  in  the  documents  upon  which  the  defense  rely,  and 
th''se  documents.  It  is  common  ground,  come  from 
t^ashington  or  other  American  scurces.  The  defense,  If 


cnoss 


I  imderstand  the  position  correctly,  have,  on  this 
particular  phase,  not  offered  a  single  Japanese  figure 
If  I  an  wrong  lot  ue  be  corrected. 

CAPTAU'  RODINSONx  As  the  ''bjoction  has 
just  been  stated,  your  Honor,  I  thought  I  was  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  accordance  with  ycur  Honor *s  instructions 
as  contained  in  the  record,  page  26,628,  of  Friday's 
session. 

THE  PRESIEENT:  You  could  have  said  that  you 
accept  the  .‘itierican  figures  as  correct,  but  y^u  do 
c^'ntend,  nore  particularly,  through  Adnlral  Richardson, 
that  this  witness  has  not  node  the  right  use  of  then. 

I 

That  would  be  sufficient  for  all  purposes. 

C;»PTAIN  ROBINSON:  I  believe  I  can  illustrate 
the  point,  if  the  Court  please,  by  these  five  con¬ 
cluding  questions  to  the  witness  on  cross-exanlnatlon. 
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BY  CAPTAIN  ROBINSON  (Continued) t 

Q  Mr.  YOSHIDA,  directing  your  attention  to 
defense  exhibit  3003-A,  which  you  have  entitled 
"Comparative  Table  of  Naval  Vessels  on  Hand  between 
the  U«S«A.  and  Japan  as  of  7  December  1941,"  what  date 
did  you  select  as  the  date  when  a  Japanese  naval 
vessel  entered  Into  that  classification  "on  hand"} 
was  It  the  date  when  Its  construction  was  completed, 
or  the  date  when  It  was  commissioned,  or  the  date  used 
In  some  lilted  States  Navy  records,  namely,  the  date 
when  completed  and  fit  for  service,  or  the  date  used 
by  Admiral  Richardson  before  this  Tribunal,  namely, 
the  date  when  ready  for  combat  service,  or  was  It  some 
other  date  which  you  have  selected? 

MR.  BRANNON t  If  the  Tribunal  please,  we 
object  to  that  question  as  multiple  In  nature,  tending 
to  confuse  the  witness.  He  can  very  simply  state 
what  date  he  used. 

THE  PRESIDENT  I  Let  the  witness  attempt  to 
answer.  If  he  cannot,  we  will  know  what  to  do. 

A  In  the  former  Japanese. Navy,  with  respect 
to  the  definition  of  ships  on  hand,  there  are  various 
dates,  such  as  the  date  of  transfer,  date  of  commission-" 

TUB  MOSITOBt  < Date  nnnoletlon  or  date  of 
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A  (Continuing)  In  this  comparison  or  table 

of  comparison,  I  have  used  the  very  figures  which  I 

used,  I  think  it  was  last  September,  in  reply  to 

* 

CaptQln  Robinson* 8  inquiry  with  regard  to  vessels  on 
hand,  and  on  the  basis  of  those  figures  prepared  this 
statement.  Therefore,  there  was  no  need  to  go  to 
any  length  or  to  go  to  any  depth  with  regard  to  the 
definition  of  war  vessels  on  band. 

What  dai-'  did  you  use  in  making  your  classi¬ 
fication  of  the  United  States  ships? 

A  With  regard  to  United  States  war  vessels, 

I  used,  as  I  said  last  Friday,  the  figures  exactly 
as  provided  by  the  United  States  Navy  as  included 
in  court  exhibit  3OOI. 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON!  If  the  Court  please,  I 
would  like  to  have  the  witness  answer  that  question. 
That  is  not  an  answer  to  the  question. 

THE  PRESHENT:  Repeat  the  question  to  him, 
Japanese  Translator,  please. 

(Whereupon,  the  question  was  read 
by  the  Japanese  court  reporter.) 

A  With  regard  to  the  United  States  Navy,  there 
was  really  no  need  to  go  into  any  thorougt^  study  of 
the  strength  of  the  United  States  war  vessels  on  hand. 
However,  I  considered  the  matter.  But  after  referring 
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I  to  the  documents  as  prepared  by  the  United  States 
Navy,  I  have  seen  on  the  face  of  the  documents  the 
figures,  for  instance,  eight  carriers,  and  which 
carriers  were  the  United  States  carriers  on  hand) 
and,  therefore,  I  used  the  figures  of  war  vessels  on 
hand  as  given  by  the  United  States  Navy  and  thereTore 
found  no  need  of  going  Into  any  thorough  study  of  the 
definition  of  what  would  constitute  naval  war  vessels 
I  on  hand . 

Q  Therefore,  In  preparing  a  comparative  table 
showing  what  vessels  were  on  hand  on  Locember  7»  1941, 
you  saw  no  reason  to  see  Vihether  or  not  the  term 
"on  hand"  meant  the  same  for  United  States  naval 
vessels  as  It  did  for  Japanese  naval  vessels? 

I 

A  Of  course,  I  considered  the  matter,  but  I  j 

camo  to  the  conclusion  it  was  not  quite  necessary.  j 

Q  This  Tribunal  wants  to  know  —  or  I  wish  to  j 

.  I 

know  and  place  before  the  Tribunal  —  how  you  camo  to  , 

that  conclusion;  that  Is,  what  yaat  dates  wdre.  Will  , 

you  ans\''or  the  question?  j 

TIB  PR33IDENTI  Mr.  Brannon. 

MR.  BRANNON:  If  the  Tribunal  please,  the 
basic  document,  the  American  figures  which  this  j 

witness  took  and  used  to  compile  the  chart,  contain 
the  conclusions.  We  old  not  ask  him  for  his  conclusions 
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as  to  the  date  completed  or  on  hand. 

THE  PUESILENT*  He  Is  Just  a  calculator. 
Actually,  I  do  not  know  what  help  he  is.  The  docu-  . 
ments  are  as  cood  as  he. 

C/J»TAIN  ROBINSON:  If  the  Court  please,  these 

documents  show  nothing  on  that  point. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Ho  has  no  other  information. 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  Very  well.  If  it  is  suf- 
flclent,  then,'  we  pass  on  to  the  next  question. 

Q  The  heading  "Miscellaneous"  as  used  by  you 
in  both  of  your  comparative  tables:  Please  list 

y 

briefly  the  typos  and  classas  of  ships,  auxlllarlos, 
and  other  craft, which  you  Include  under  this  heading 
for  Japan  and  then  for  the  United  States,  respectively, 
A  Let  mo  first  speak  of  Japanese  vessels. 

Mine  sweeper,  submarine  chasers.  But  with  regard  to 
mine  sweepers  and  sub  chasers,  there  are  regular 
vessels  as  well  as  converted  vessels.  Weapons  supply 
ship,  and  converted  gunboat,  and  oil  tanker*  These, 
generally,  constitute  the  miscellaneous  types,  although 
there  are  others. 

With  regard  to  United  States  ships  which 
fall  into  the  miscellaneous  class,  no  thoroughgoing 
study  v/as  made  except  that  we  made  some  estimates 
that  the  United  States  possessed  quite  a  considerable 
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amount  of  landing  craft  bosldos  those  which  I  men¬ 
tioned  with  regard  to  Japanese  ships* 

Q  The  fourth  question i  Lirecting  your  atten¬ 
tion  to  defense  exhibit  3OO3-B,  which  you  have  entitled, 
'.'Comparative  Table  of  Naval  Vessels  under  Construction 
between  the  U.S.A.  and  Japan,  as  of  Eeceraber  7,  1941,” 
what  date  did  you  select  as  the  date  when  a  Japanese 
naval  vessel  entered  into  that  classification  "under 
'  construction”?  Was  it  the  date  when  the  drafting  of 
the  building  plans  was  begun,  or  the  date  when  the 
construction  was  authorized,  or  the  date  when  the 
main  construction  order  or  contract  was  made,  or  the  » 
date  when  the  keel  was  laid,  or  was  it  some  other 

date  which  you  selected? 

A  With  regard  to  Japanese  war  vessels,  I  used 
“ships  under  construction"  to  mean  those  for  which 
the  keel  was  laid.  There  are  also  converted  vessels, 
and  in  connection  with  those  I  used  for  the  date  when 
they  were  brought  under  the  classification  of  "under 
construction,"  the  dote  when  the  conversion  w  actuall;r 
begun. 

Q  But  for  United  States  converted  vessels  you 
used  the  date  when  the  keel  was  laid,  referring  to 
exhibit  3003-B,  pages  4  and  5?  I  change  that  exhibit: 
_ 3001,  pages  4  and  5,  particularly  page  5*  _ _ 
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A  With  regard  to  the  United  States,  I  met 
the  same  situation  as  In  the  case  of  ships  on  hand 
and  wondered  for  what  reason  certain  of  the  war 
vessels  were  Included  as  those  being  under  construction, 
and  It  was  difficult  for  me  to  select  ship  for  ship 

and  arrive  at  their  total  tonnage,  '  j 

i 

Q  Therefore,  you  entered  the  figures  In  such  a  j 
way  as  to  make  the  Japanese  figures  seem  smaller 

and  the  Uhlted  States  figures  seem  larger?  .  ^ 

« 

A  I  have  no  such  Intention, 


"ft'-' 
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Q  One  final  question  then,  Mr,  Witness,  Now, 
directing  your  attention  to  exhibit  918  and  exhibit 
3001  at  page  four  and  page  five,  if  you  apply  your 
same  "Keel  Uld"  test  to  determine  the  number  and 
tonnage  of  both  Japanese  and  United  States  Carriers 
and  converted  Carriers,  as  shown  by  those  exhibits, 
may  you  not  find  that  the  totals  for  Aircraft  Carriers 
under  construction  on  7  December  1941,  as  stated  by 
you  in  exhibit  3003-B,  should  be  as  follows* 

Japan  11  vessels  214,260  tons 

U,S,  9  vessels  179*500  tonat 

I  do  not  ask  you  to  take  the  time  now  in  this 
Tribunal  to  moke  the  computation  if  you  have  not  already 
done  so,  but  I  would  like  to  have  your  answer  to  that 
question,  yes  or  no,  or  that  you  do  not  know,  or  that 

you  have  not  made  the  computation* 

MR,  BRANNON*  We  object  to  the  prosecution* s 
attempting  to  limit  the  kind  and  type  of  answer  of  the 
witness* 

THE  PRESIDENT*  I  see  nothing  objectionable, 
except  that  the  question  may  bo  hard  to  follow, 

A  With  respect  to  Captain  Robinson’s  question 
of  Japanese  ships  under  construction  stating  11  Carrierj 
totalling  so  many  hundreds  of  thousands  of  tons,  let 
me  reply  flatly,  no*  This  has  some  relation  to  a 
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previous  type  question »  but  if  I  may  be  permitted,  I 
should  like  to  explain  the  manner  In  which  I  came  Into 
possession  of  these  figures  —  these  American  figures. 

Apart  from  my  personal  opinion  that  may  enter 
Into  the  discussion,  but  I  should  like  to  explain 
how  I  came  into  possession  of  the  United  States  figures. 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON I  If  the  Court  please  r- 

THE  PRESIDENT*  You  don't  want  the  answer? 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON*  I  see  no  relevancy  there. 
There  Is  no  objection  to  the  answer  at  all,  except  the 
time  and  Irrelevancy. 

THE  PRESIDENT*  I  cannot  see  how  It  is  rele¬ 
vant,  but  it  may  be.  How  he  got  figures  which  were 
acknowledged  to  be  from  American  sources  Is  immaterial. 
BY  CAPTAIN  ROBINSON  (Continued)* 

Q  You  prepared  exhibit  No.  918? 

A  Yes. 

Q  And  you  gave  the  dates  for  the  laying  of  the 
keels  of  Japanese  Carriers,  both  converted  and  new 
construction;  and  yet  you  state  now  that  In  this  left- 
hand  column  on  "Keels  Laid"  there  are  not  dates  showing 
that  on  December  7,  1941  Japan  had  11  vessels  character¬ 
ized  as  Carriers  in  due  course  which  were  then  under 
construction. 

A  A  little  while  ago,  I  explained  that  some  of 
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ithe  vessels  were  converted  and  I  laid  special  emphasis 
^on  the  fact  that,  as  regards  converted  Carriers,  the 

!date  was  not  when  the  keel  was  laid,  but  when  the 

i 

; work  was  actually  begun. 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  If  the  Court  please,  that 
answer  Is  not  responsive  to  the  question.  It  Is 
objectionable  therefore  for  that  reason.  As  the  Court 
has  Indicated  the  documents  are  before  It,  the  witness* 
answers  are  now  before  It  and  the  prosecution* s  questions 

and  points  are  before  It. 

We  have  no  further  questions. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Mr.  Brannon. 

MR.  BRANNON:  We  have  no  further  examination 
of  the  witness.  May  ho  be  excused  on  the  usual  terms? 

THE  PRESIDENT:  The  witness  Is  excused  on  the 

usual  terms. 

(Whereupon,  the  witness  was  excused.) 

MR.  BRANNON:  Referring  to  exhibit  3003-A, 
which  Is  the  comparative  table  of  naval  vessels  on 
hand  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  Japan 
as  of  December  7,  1941,  I  wish  to  read  the  summary 

shown  thereon. 

“Battleships 

_  “Japan  10  vessels  301,400  tons 


\  "U.S,  17  vessels  53^*300  tons 

» 

"Aircraft  Carriers"  — 

THE  PRESIDENT!  There  is  no  need  to  road  that. 
MR.  BRANNON!  This  is  an  exhibit,  Mr,  President 
which  has  been  accepted  in  evidence,  but  not  read  by 

I  the  defense.  The  record  would  be  silent  as  to  its  con- 

1 

I  tents  if  I  did  not  proceed  as  suggested, 
j  THE  PRESIDENT!  Confine  it  to  essentials.  I 

am  sure  you  will. 

MR.  BRANNON!  Yes,  sir.  I  have  the  summary 

here. 

"Aircraft  Carriers 


Japan 

10  vessels 

152,970 

tons 

U.S. 

8  vessels 

162,600 

tons 

Heavy  Cruisers 

Japan 

18  vessels 

158,800 

tons 

U.S. 

18  vessels 

171,200 

tons 

Light  Cruisers 

Japan 

20  vessels 

98,855 

tons 

U.S. 

19  vessels 

157,775 

tons 

Destroyers 

'Japan 

112  vessels 

165,868 

tons 

'U.S. 

172  vessels 

239,530 

tons 

Submarines 


"Japan 


65  vessels 


97,900  tons 
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I  "U.S.  Ill  vessels  116,621  tons 

j  ««Ml3cellaneous 

"Japan  156  vessels  490,304  tons 

"U.S.  1192  vessels  1,273|469  tons 

"Total"  — 

THE  PRESIDENT*  That  figure  ought  to  be  cleared! 
up.  We  ought  to  bo  satisfied  that  the  Americans  and 
Japanese  hsEV«i*%  a  dllftsfent ‘classification  of  "Mlscellan-  j 
eous."  The  Americans  may  include  under  "Miscellaneous" 

8  lot  of  ships  which  the  Japanese  would  exclude  under  j 
the  same  heading.  But,  we  must  leave  it  to  the  parties 
I  to  clear  that  up. 
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MR.  BRANNON*  Other  than  the  six  specified 
classifications  named  in  the  defense  exhibit,  all  of 

I 

the  rest  of  the  fighting  vessels,  that  is,  used  for 
fighting  purposes  or  connected  with  fighting  purposes, 
are  called  "Miscellaneous."  I  merely  wish  to  read  , 

what  the  exhibit  shows,  Mr.  President.  It  may  be 
accepted  or  rejected.  But,  we  should  be  allowed  to  have 
the  record  recite  what  the  defense  exhibit  is  and  what 
it  says. 

(Reading  continued) * 

"Total 

"Japan  391  vessels  1,466,177  tons 
1537  vessels  2,655»495  tons" 


"U.S. 


26,649 


Referring  now  to  exhibit  3003-B,  which  Is 

1 

o 

1  the  comparative  table  of  naval 

1 

vessels  under  eon- 

A 

X 

structlon  between  the  United  States  and  Japan  as  of 

D 

4 

December  7t  1941,  the  summary 

shows  1 

5 

"Battleshles 

6 

** Japan  2  vessels 

128,000  tons 

7 

"U.S.  10  vessels 

410,000  tons 

8 

"Aircraft  Carriers 

9 

"Japan  4  vessels 

77,860  tons 

1 

10 

"U.S.  22  vessels 

442 , 300  tons  1 

11 

"Heavy  Cruisers 

1 

12 

"Japan  none 

13 

"U.S.  11  vessels 

188,200  tons 

14 

"UrM  Crtilagra 

15 

"Japan  4  vessels 

42,700  tons 

16 

"U.S,  31  vessels 

278,000  tons 

17 

"Destroyers 

18 

"Japan  12  vessels 

27,120  tons 

19 

"U.S.  256  vessels 

450,580  tons 

20 

"Submarines 

21 

"Japan  29  vessels 

42,554  tons 

22 

"U.S.  96  vessels 

146,496  tons 

23 

"Miscellaneous 

• 

24 

"Japan  37  vessels 

57,225  tons 

25 

y  "U.S.  895  vessels 

516,361  tons 

26,650 
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"Total 

"Japan  88  vessels  375*^59  tons 

"Notei  Besides  this  there  was  1  battleship 
(62,000  tons),  the  building  of  which  was  suspended 
Just  after  the  keel  was  laid. 

"U.S.  1,321  vessels  2,431,937  tons." 
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We  offer  In  evidence  defense  document  1890, 
which  is  a  tabulation  of  United  States  naval  personnel 
from  the  Bureau  of  United  States  Naval  Personnel  and 
found  in  an  official  publication  of  the  United  States 
Navy,  By  comparing  defense  document  I89O  with  prose¬ 
cution  exhibit  915,  the  Tribunal  will  observe  that, 
as  of  December  31,  19^,  the  United  States  Navy 
personnel  totaled  280, O86  and  discounting  the  Marine 
Corps  and  Coast  Guard  totaled  215,273*  ss  compared  to 
227,616  for  Japan, 

This  evidence  is  offered  merely  for  the 

purpose  of  showing  there  was  nothing  extraordinary  in 

the  personnel  strength  of  the  Japanese  Navy  existing 
*  » 
at  that  time, 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Admitted  on  the  usual  terms, 
CLERK  OF  THE  COURT:  Defense  document  I89O 
will  receive  exhibit  No.  3004, 

(Whereupon,  the  document  above 
referred  to  was  marked  defense  exhibit 
No,  3004  and  received  in  evidence,) 

MR,  BRANNON:  We  offer  in  evidence  defense 
document  1500-B-2,  which  is  an  extract  from  exhibit  12 
of  the  Joint  Committee  on  the  Investigation  of  the 
Pearl  Harbor  Attack,  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
showing  an  increase  of  appropriations  from 
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$358,262,123  in  1932  to  $3,549,383,345  In  1941. 

We  do  not  propose  to  read  it. 

THE  PRESIDENT*  Admitted  on  the  usual  terms. 

CIERK  OF  THE  COURT:  Defense  docijment  1500-B-2 
will  receive  exhibit  No,  3005. 

(Whereupon,  the  document  above 
referred  to  was  marked  defense  exhibit 
No.  3005  and  received  In  evidence.) 

HR.  BRANNON*  Wo  come  now  to  that  portion  of 
the  defense  which  deals  with  Japanese  naval  prepar¬ 
ations  for  war.  We  request  that  the  attention  of  the 
Tribunal  be  taken  of  past  evidence.  Introduced  by  both 
prosecution  and  defense,  showing  that  the  Japanese 
naval  leaders  opposed  war  with  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain,  and,  in  particular,  we  ask  permission 
to  refresh  the  Tribunal's  memory  by  referring  to 
prosecution  exhibit  1143,  as  corrected  by  the  Language 
Section  on  page  10,668  of  the  record,  which  is  an  ex¬ 
tract  from  the  KIDO  Diary  of  October  7,  1941,  showing 
that,  at  that  time,  while  the  Army  was  of  the  opinion 
that  there  was  no  room  left  for  the  continuance  of  the 
parley,  the  Navy  held  there  was  hope  and  desired  furthej 
diplomatic  efforts. 

Again,  it  is  revealed  in  prosecution  exhibit 
1125,  as  corrected  on  page  10,667  of  the  record,  which 
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is  an  extreact  from  the  KIDO  Diary  of  31  July  19^1,  « 

that  it  was  the  then  prevailing  opinion  of  Chief  of 
Naval  General  Staff  NAGANO  that  war  with  the  United 
States  should  be  ctverted  as  much  as  possible  an'd  that 
he  was  doubtful  whether  such  a  war  could  ever  be  won. 

Referring  to  defense  exhibit  2913,  which  is 
an  excerpt  from  the  Memoirs  of  Prince  KONOYE,  we  point  • 
out  the  attitude  of  the  Navy  Minister  on  October  12, 

1941,  as  representative  of  the  practical  naval  point 
of  view  with  reference  to  peace  or  war. 

With  the  further  request  that  the  Tribunal 
bear  >ln  mind  the  past  evidence  relative  to  the  oil 
supply  of  Japan  and  its  effect  upon  the  military  in 
the  latter  portions  of  19^1,  move  now  into  an  ex¬ 
planation  by  means  of  personal  testimony  of  Japanese 
naval  planning  for  the  eventuality  of  war. 

We  call  as  our  witness  former  Admiral  Nobutake 

KONGO. 
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KONDO 


NOBUTAKE  KONDO,  called  as  a  witness 
on  behalf  of  the  defense,  being  first  duly 
sworn,  testified  through  Japanese  inter¬ 


preters  as  follows: 


DIRECT  EXAMINATION 


BY  MR.  BRANNON: 

Q  Will  you  state  your  name  please? 

A  KONDO  Nobutake 

MR.  BRANNON:  May  the  witness  please  be  hand 

I 

ed  defense  dociunent  1978? 

I 

(Whereupon,  a  document  was  handed 
to  the  witness.) 

Q  Is  that  your  affidavit? 


Is  it  true  and  correct? 


MR.  BRANNON:  We  offer  in  evidence  the  affi¬ 
davit  of  Nobutake  KONDO,  defense  document  1978. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Mr.  Tavenner. 

MR.  TAVENNER:  If  it  please  the  Tribunal,  I 
would  like  to  direct  your  attention  to  the  ^ast  para¬ 
graph  beginning  on  page  8  and  extending  over  onto  page 

9  and  especially  the  last  sentence. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Yes,  that  invades  our  proving 
MR.  TAVENNER:  Objection  is  made  to  this  entl 
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t  V 

...... 


paragraph  on  that  ground  and  on  the  additional  ground 
that  It  Is  opinion  evidence. 

Objection  Is  also  made  to  paragraph  numbered 
7,  beginning  on  page  9  &nd  from* there  on ‘to  the  end 
of  the  affidavit  with  the  exception  of  the  last 
paragraph  on  the  ground  that  it  Is  argument  on  the 
part  of  the  witness,  which  has  a  more  proper  place  In 
the  summation,  and  is  full  of  expressions  of  opinion 
and  conclusion.  That  is  down  to,  but  not  Incltiding, 
the  last  paragraph  on  page  12. 

MR.  BRANNON:  We  call  to  the  Coxirt ! s  ^atten¬ 
tion  that  this  witness  was  Vice-Chief  of  the  NaVy 
General  Staff,  the  planning  organ  of  the  Japanese 


Navy. 


THE  PRESIDENT:  That  does  not  qualify  him  to 


express  opinion  here  that  we  are  competent  to  draw  or 


express. 


MR.  BRANNON:  We  maintain  he  should  be  allow¬ 


ed  to  state  the  facts  and  reasons  behind  the  facts  as 
they  saw  them. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  I  do  draw  attention  to  the 
fact  that  according  to  the  opening  words  of  paragraph 
7  he  is  tell^  us  what  difficulties  they  encountered, 
then.  He  does  not  purport  to  be  expressing  opinions  ' 
here,  but  he  does  go  on  in  the  same  paragraph  to 
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Bxpress  opinions. 

MR.  BRANNON:  It  may  be,  Ur.  President,  that 
the  opinions  of  this  witness,  as  Vice-Chief  of  the 
Navy  General  Staff,  largely  influenced  the  planning 
of  the  Japanese  Navy  during  this  period.  Consequent¬ 
ly,  the  defense  sought  simply  to  set  out  the  matters 
as  they  were  then  viewed,  with  no  intention,  of 
course,  of  infringing  on  the  prerogative  of  the  Trl- 
btmal. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  We  sustain  the  first  objec¬ 
tion  by  a  majority,  but  not  the  second.  We  realise 
there  are  opinions  expressed  in  the  second  part  ob¬ 
jected  to,  but  not  many,  and  we  will  be  careful  to 
disregard  them.  There  are,  on  the  other  hand,  some 
Important  facts,  if  they  be  facts. 

With  those  qualifications,  the  document  is 
admitted  on  the  usual  terms. 

m,  BRANNON:  So  that  I  may  not  Inadvertently 
offend,  may  I  ask  dlroctioni  specifically,  what  para¬ 
graphs  to  strike  here  in  my  reading? 

THE  PRESIDENT:  The  paragraph  which  goes  8 
onto  9  is  struck  out.  It  commences  -- 

I®.  BRANNON:  Thank  you.  I  have  it  marked,  I 
think,  Mr.  President. 


CIERK  OF  THE  COURT:  Defense  document  1978 
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will  receive  exhibit  No.  3006. 

(Whereupon,  the  document  above 
referred  to  was  marked  defense-  exhibit 
No.  3006  and  received  in  evidence.) 

MR.  BRANNONt  Omitting  the  formal  portions, 

I  read  as  follows  1 

‘•1.  liy  name  is  Nobutake  KONDO.  For  approx¬ 
imately  40  years,  from  November  1907  (MEIJI  40)  when 
I  graduated  from  the  Naval  Academy,  until  I  was 
relegated  into  the  reserves  as  a  full  admiral  in 
September  1945  (SHOWA  20)  I  served  in  the  Japanese 
Navy.  During  my  term  of  service  I  held  the  following 
posts  at  the  Naval  General  Staff  at  throe  different 
times. 

•'From  June  1930  (SHOWA  5)  until  December  1932 
(SHOWA  7)  -  Naval  General  Staff  First  Section  Chief 
(Captain) 

"From  December  1935  (SHOWA  10)  until  December 
1938  (SHOWA  13)  Naval  General  Staff  First  Division 
Chief  (Rear  Admiral  -  Vice  Admiral) 

"From  October  1939  (SHOWA  14)  until  September 
1941  (SHOWA  16)  Vice  Chief  of  Naval  General  Staff 
(Vice  Admiral) 

"2.  As  a  rule,  the  following  procedure  was 
ro flowed  by  the  Japanese  Navy  In  its  pl2inning  and 
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effectuation  of  its  armament  program t 

"(1)  The  annual  national  defense  plan  was 
formulated  by  the  First  Section  of  the  First  Division 
of  the  Naval  General  Staff.  This  was  a  decision  on 
policy  on  how  to  complete  national  defense  envisioning I 
the  eventuality  of  war,  and  formed  the  basis  for  arma¬ 
ment  plans  and  the  training  programs  of  all  units,  etc 

"(2)  The  Third  Division  of  the  Naval  General 
Staff  collected  and  pieced  together  Information  on  the 
situation,  the  war  preparedness  conditions,  and  war 
potential  of  the  major  powers  and  distributed  it  to 
the  divisions  of  the  Naval  General  Staff  to  serve  as 
criterlons  for  the  various  planning  it  did  for  the 
Navy  in  general. 

'*(3)  The  Third  Section  of  the  Second  Divislor 

of  the  Naval  General  Staff,  on  the  basis  of  the  above- 

• 

mentioned  National  Defense  plan,  formed  the  draft  of  a 
plan  for  minimum  possible  armament  required  by  the  Navy 
for  fulfilling  its  national  defense  responsibilities, 
after  consideration  of  the  national  strength  and  of  the 
armament  situation  of  the  major  powers.  The  draft, 
after  being  approved  by  the  superiors,  was  deliberated 
at  a  preliminary  conference  with  competent  officers  of  ; 
the  Navy  Ministry.  At  this  preliminary  conference, 
national  strength,  the  difficulties  of  execution  of  thel 
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plan,  etc,,  were  most  mlntely  examined  by  the  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  Navy  Ministry  ar.d  of  the  Naval 
General  Staff  and  it  was  customary  for  considerable.; 

alterations  to  be  made  in  the  draft. 

''(4-)  After  an  understanding  had  been  reached 

at  the  above-mentioned  rellmlnary  conference,  an 
official  report  of  the  conference  was  sent  by  the 
Chief  of  the  Naval  General  Staff  to  the  Navy  Minister, 
to  which  the  latter  set  forth  his  opinions  on  the 
prospects  of  the  execution  of  the  pirn  in  his  reply, 
"(5)  The  Navy  Ministry,  besides,  contacted 
the  various  government  organs  in  connection  with 

distribution  of  budget  and  material. 

"(6)  After  the  budget  had  been  decided,  the 

execution  order  was  Issued  by  the  Navy  Minister  and 
the  various  organs  began  their  allotted  work  in  the 

execution  of  the  order. 

"The  organization  being  as  above  delineated, 

I  -  holding  the  positions  before  mentioned  -  had  con¬ 
siderably  detailed  information  on  armaments, 

"It  was  Immediately  after  the  conclusion  of  > 
the  1930  London  Disarmament  Conference  that  I  was 
appointed  First  Section  Chief  of  the  First  Department 
of  the  Naval  General  Staff.  It  was  consequently  at  a 
time  when  the  National  Defense  plan  had  to  be  revised 
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to  a  yet  more  defensive  order  to  conform  to  the  new 
situation. 

"By  the  Washington  Treaty,  the  number  of 
capital  ships  and  aircraft  carriers  permitted  Japan 
for  retention  was  limited  to  60%  of  those  of  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain,  However,  information  collect¬ 
ed  after  the  Treaty  revealed  that  the  Iftiited  States 
Navy  was  steadily  preparing  for  trans-ocean  operations 
and  it  was  thought  that  if  the  necessity  arose  the 
United  States  Fleet  could  at  any  time  reach  Japanese 
home  waters.  To  oppose  this  threat,  efforts  were  made 
to  complete  our  national  defenses  by  equipping  the 
Navy  with  fleet-footed  cruisers  and  other  craft  of 
lesser  type  which  would  depend  principally  upon  their 
torpedoes  to  carry  out  interceptlvo  operations  in  home 
waters. 

"Moreover,  with  the  limitation  placed  on  the 
strength  in  auxiliary  vessels  permitted  for  retention 
by  the  London  Disarmament  Treaty  of  1930,  the  charac¬ 
teristic  armament  of  our  Navy  was  made  subject  to  re¬ 
striction.  Further,  we  were  forced  to  look  on  with 
folded  arms  whilst  the  United  States  Navy  constructed 
new  types  of  warships. 

'  "For  this  reason  the  ratification  of  the 

Treaty  became  a  serious  problem  in  the  Privy  Council, 
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While  Stimson's  'Hats  Off  speech  in  the  Senate  con-  j 

tributed  not  a  little  to  aggravating  the  feelings  of  | 

the  Japanese  people.  The  Naval  General  Staff .arrived 
at  the  conclusion  that  there  was  no  way  of  coping  with 
this  situation  except  through  intensive  training  for 
the  raising  of  technical  strength  and  through  construc¬ 
tion  uf  such  small  warships  as  were  not  limited  by  the  * 
restrictions  of  the  Treaty  and  airplanes  to  cover  up  I 
the  resulting  defects  in  armaments. 

'''•’t  was  around  this  time  that  many  precious 

I 

lives  were  sacrificed  in  fierce  training;  and  deplor- 

I 

able  accidents  involving  warcraft  which  were  not  cover-  ; 
ed  by  treaty  limitations  occurred,  such  as  the  capslz-  | 
Ing  in  heavy  weather  of  torpedo  boats  under  600  tons 
which  were  too  heavily  armed." 

THE  PRESIDENT:  We  will  recess  for  fifteen  1 

minutes. 

(Whereupon,  at  1045,  a  recess  was  j 

taken  until  1100,  after  which  the  proceed-  , 

I 

Ings  were  resumed  as  follows:)  | 
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K 

Q 

2 

1 

^  ■  MARSHAL  OF  THE  COURT i  The  International 

P 

1 

Military  Tribunal  for  the  Far  East  Is  now  resuoed* 

e 

Q 

3 

TliE  PHESIDEinTt  Ur*  Brannon* 

U 

4 

MR.  BRAHNONi  I  continue  reading t 

& 

:  5 

”1  was  appointed  Chief  of  Division  One  of  the 

R 

e 

6 

Naval  General  Staff  at  the  tine  when  the  1935-1936  Lon¬ 

1 

c 

* 

7 

don  Dlsarnanent  Conference  was  In  session.  A  nonth  ' 

h 

c 

8 

after  ijy  appolntiaont  Japan  seceded  fror.  the  confer¬ 

r 

s 

9 

ence. 

10 

"V/hat  we  advocated  at  this  conference  was  a 

11 

step  forward  froi:  our  earlier  donand  for  ariiiaaents  that 

12 

wore  non-aggressive  and  non-ncnaclng  —  nanely,  arnanent 

"13 

which  would  renove  all  danger  of  v/ar  ever  breaking  out* 

.14 

Unfortunately  our  thesis  was  not  accepted  by  the  other 

15 

powers.  The  Japanese  Navy  directed  Its  attention  to 

16 

■ 

17 

18 

19 

20 

various  experloents  with  the  aim  of  fulfilling  Its  re-  | 
sponslbllltlcs  In  national  defense  v/lthln  the  scope  of  | 

the  minimum  possible  budget.  In  consideration  of  the 

meager  resources  of  the  nation.  The  result  was  the 

21 

discovery  that  there  was  no  other  way  than  to  give  our 

22 

armament  program  the  characteristics  hereafter  to  be 

23 

shown.  As  a  result,  the  Third  Supplementary  Program 

24 

was  drafted* 

25 

"The  Third  Supplementary  Program  called  for  the 

construction  of  tv/o  battleships,  two  aircraft  carriers, 
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nldst  of  the  above-nontloned  Third  Supplenontary  Pro- 
gran,  but  with  the  oxooptlon  of  the  completion  of  a 
portion  of  the  scalier  craft,  this  Progran  was  still 
unfinished.  Meanwhile,  from  the  beginning  of  the  sane 
year,  namely  of  the  year  1939  (Showa  14),  It  had  started 
on  the  Fourth  Supplenentary  Progran.  According  to  the 
Judgment  of  the  Naval  General  Staff  at  that  time,  tho 
United  States,  In  accordance  with  tho  Second  Vinson  Plan, 
had  started,  or  was  about  to  start  construction  In  the  | 
near  future,  on  three  45,000  ton  capital  ships,  aircraft  ! 

carriers  to  the  tonnage  of  40,000  tons,  cruisers  to  the  ; 

1 

approxlcate  tonnage  of  70,000  tons,  plus  destroyers  and 
submarines  totaling  an  approximate  40,000  tons,  and 
other  auxiliary  craft.  In  addition  to  the  six  capital 
ships,  two  aircraft  carriers  and  nucorous  cruisers  and 
smaller  craft  It  had  under  construction.  It  was  because 
of  this  enormous  United  States  armament  progran  and  the 
aforementioned  political  and  military  pressure  that  the 
Third  Supplementary  Progran  was  considered  Insufficient 
to  warrant  confidence  from  the  national  defense  view¬ 
point,  and  the  Fourth  Supplementary  Program  was  begun. 

"The  Fourth  Supplementary  Program  was  a  program 
for  tho  construction  of  a  total  of  fifty-nine  vessels 
Including  two  battleships,  one  aircraft  carrier,  six 
cruisers,  twenty-four  destroyers,  twenty-six  submarines. 
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steadily  filtered  In  to  the  effect  that  construction  6f 
capital  ships  and  other  craft  ’vas  being  proooted.  Var¬ 
ious  measures  to  counter  this  situation  were  studied 
but  expenditure  riuinlng  high  owing  to  the  China  Incid¬ 
ent,  no  concrete  plan  had  been  formulated  up  to  the  time 
■  of  my  leaving  the  post  of  Chief  of  the  First  Department 
of  the  Naval  General  Staff  In  December  of  the  same  yeor 
(1938). 

"5.  It  was  lumedletely  after  the  outbreak  of 
World  Tar  II  In  Europe  that  I  was  appointed  Vice-Chief 
of  the  Naval  General  Staff.  In  our  country  It  was  the 
time  when  we  were  worrying  over  means  of  preventing  the 
war  from  spreading  outside  Europe.  \?e  had  already  re- 
celved  notification  of  the  abrogation  of  the  Japan- 
United  States  Trade  Treaty  at  that  time.  Our  Intelllg- 

I 

ence  section  knew  that  American  reconnaissance  troops 
had  already  moved  Into  Hawaii  and  that  the  Hawaiian 
Army  Air  Force  had  been  greatly  strengthened.  This 
United  States  pressure  on  Japan  was  felt  acutely  by  us 
who  were  charged  with  the  plans  for  national  defense, 
and  our  uneasiness  over  the  question  as  to  how  we  should 
meet  our  responsibilities  of  national  defense  In  the 
face  of  the  rapidly  mounting  American  naval  prepara-  j 

I 

tlons  was  hourly  Increasing. 

"At  that  time  the  Japanese  Navy  was  In  the  j 
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Didst  of  the  above-Qontloned  Third  Suppleoontary  Pro- 
gran,  but  with  the  oxcoptlon  of  the  completion  of  a 
portion  of  the  smaller  craft,  this  Program  was  still 
unfinished.  Meanwhile,  from  the  beginning  of  the  sano 
year,  namely  of  the  year  1939  (Showa  14),  It  had  started 
on  the  Fourth  Supplenentary  Progron.  According  to  the 
Judgoent  of  the  Naval  General  Staff  at  that  time,  the 
United  States,  In  accordance  with  the  Second  Vinson  Plan, 
had  started,  or  was  about  to  start  construction  In  the 
near  future,  on  three  45,000  ton  capital  ships,  aircraft 
carriers  to  the  tonnage  of  40,000  tons,  cruisers  -  to  the  | 
approximate  tonnage  of  70,000  tons,  plus  destroyers  and 
subnarlnes  totaling  an  approximate  40,000  tons,  and 
other  auxiliary  craft.  In  addition  to  the  six  capital 
ships,  two  aircraft  carriers  and  numerous  cruisers  and 
smaller  craft  It  had  under  construction.  It  was  because 
of  this  enormous  United  States  armament  program  and  the 
aforementioned  political  and  military  pressure  that  the 
Third  Supplementary  Program  was  considered  Insufficient 
to  warrant  confidence  from  the  national  defense  view¬ 
point,  and  the  Fourth  Supplementary  Program  was  begun* 

"The  Fourth  Supplementary  Program  was  a  program 
for  the  construction  of  a  total  of  fifty-nine  vessels 
Including  two  battleships,  one  aircraft  carrier,  six 
cruisers,  twenty-four  destroyers,  twenty- six  submarines. 
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displacing  on  approximate  296,000  tons,  besides  twenty* 
four  auxiliary  ships  totaling  approximately  29,000  tons, 
by  the  end  of  1944  (Showa  19)}  but  at  the  tine  of  my 
appointment  In  October  1939  (Showa  14),  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  of  pert  of  the  small  worship  program,  the  plon  was 
not  yet  under  woy.  Further,  the  two  battleships  of 
this  plan  were  similar  to  those  of  the  Third  Supplement¬ 
ary  Program.  Their  construction  wos  commenced  In  the 
beginning  of  1940  (Showa  19);  but  os  will  bo  shown 
later,  the  building  had  to  be  discontinued  within  the 
same  year.  One  of  thou  had  to  be  scrapped  before  the 
outbreak  of  the  Pacific  T/or,  while  the  other  was  aban¬ 
doned  with  Its  keel  on  the  docks  until  the  war  began. 

"Immediately  after  my  appointment  to  office, 
Information  was  received  thet  the  Third  Vinson  Arma¬ 
ment  Exponslon  Plan  hod  passed  the  United  States  Con¬ 
gress  end  we  felt  grave  misgiving  touching  national 
defense.  And  In  January  1940  (Showa  15)  the  Incident 
In  which  the  'Aseme  Llaru'  was  boarded  by  a  British  war¬ 
ship  In  waters  so  close  to  Tokyo,  cade  the  Japanese 
people  In  general  very  sensitive  regarding  our  security 
by  sea.  In  July  1940  (Showa  15)  the  United  States  pub¬ 
lished  Its  so-called  "Stork  Plan"  for  construction  of  a 
two-ocean  fleet.  Up  to  that  time  we  had  managed  somehow 
to  fore  national  defense  plans  ogalnst  the  naval  expans- 
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Ion  of  the  United  States)  but  wo  could  discover  no  Donns 
of  discharging  our  national  defense  duties  within  the 
scope  of  our  United  national  resources  If  this  enoru- 
ous  plon  were  to  octerlallze* 

"Moreover,  as  the  United  States-Japanesc  trade 

I 

restrictions  were  steadily  being  stiffened  and  nogotla* 
tlons  for  Increase  of  trade  with  the  Netherlands  East 
Indies  and  French  Indo-Chlnn  were  not  progress^  at 
all.  It  seened  as  though  the  very  foundation  of  our  na¬ 
tion  was  being  threatened.  Further,  It  was  our  belief 
that  the  fact  of  the  United  States  Fleet  novlng  Into 
Hawaii,  together  with  the  strengthening  of  concerted 
United  States-Brltlsh  support  to  the  Chungking  Govern- 
nent,  icade  the  latter  confident  of  victory  and  thereby 
rendered  nore  difficult  the  settlement  of  the  Chino 
Incident,  which  was  Japan's  greatest  concern  at  that 
tire. 

"Such  being  the  situation,  and  there  being  ever 
present  the  danger  of  war  clouds  spreading  to  the  Far 
East  by  some  untoward  error  at  any  tine,  the  execution 
of  the  Third  and  Fourth  Supplementary  Prograns  had  to  ! 
be  hurried.  ’  ,  I 

"As  construction  of  the  two  battleships  of  the  j 
Fourth  Supplenontary  Program  was  not  progressing,  and  | 
In  order  to  concentrate  all  effort  on  speeding  up  con-  i 
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atructlon  of  ruell-typo  crcft  especially  required  for 
defense  purposes,  construotlcn  on  the  forr.er  was  discon¬ 
tinued  jji  Novemlier  1940  (Showa  15)  •  Again,  around 
autunn  if  the  same  year,  plant  wore  submitted  also 
for  the  enerf oncy  conversion  of  nerchantnent  into 
auxllla*.*y  aircraft  carriers* 

"Toimrd  the  end  of  1940  (Shewe  15)  the.  inter¬ 
national  siti.ntlon  took  a  sudden  turn  for  the  worse* 
Information  vas  received  of  the  Tioblllzati.on  of  the 

Philippines  Reserve  Army,  of  the  United  States  Secretary 

« 

of  War's  Ir.structions  to  declare  Liartial  It  w  in  Pearl 
Harbor,  of  the  withdrawal  of  Unltoil  States  troops  sta¬ 
tioned  in  Worth  Chino,  of  accouncem 7nt  of  nines  being 
laid  in  the  eastern  entrance  to  tho  Singapore  Straits, 
of  reinforcement  of  Australian  troop.i  In  Malay,  of  mil- 
itary  conferences  end  operations  agreement  between  the 
United  States,  Great  Britain  and  Austi'alio  and  tho 
arrival  of  United  States  troops  to  reliiforce  the 
Philippine  Army  in  Manila,  etc* 

"As  for  the  Naval  General  Staff,  it  considered 
various  plans,  realizing  that  it  had  to  do  something 
about  naval  armaments  in  view  of  tho  greet  naval  ex- 

t 

pension  of  the  United  States.  Wlille  it  was  being 
hampered  in  forming  any  workable  plan  because  of  lack 
of  national  resources,  the  international  situation  took 
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a  turn  for  the  worse,  as  already  mentioned,  and  In  view 
of  the  steadily  progressing  United  States  navel  ornanont 
expansion,  the  Emergency  Supplementary  Program  wes  put 
Into  effect  In  May  19^1  (Showa  I6)  which  called  for  the 
construction  of  nine  medium  and  nine  smell  submarines 
respectively,  besides  warships  for  defense  purposes. 
Further,  In  August  of  the  seme  year,  an  Emergency  Armn  -> 
mont  Program  of  which  one  aircraft  carrier,  two  cruisers, 
twenty-six  destroyers,  thirty- three  submarines,  and  other 
defensive  forces  comprised  the  main  points,  was  put  In 
execution.  However,  with  oven  this,  we  could  not  pos¬ 
sibly  keep  pace  with  the  enormous  expansion  plan  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  and  we  alv/nys  suffered  from  misgiv¬ 
ing  and  apprehension.  Our  armament  plans  were  stlmulat- 
ed  by  this  ovenidielmlng  expansion  plan  of  the  United 
States  Navy  and  what  v/e  considered  the  military  encircle¬ 
ment  of  Japan.  Thus  our  plans  wore  formulated  on  the 
spur  of  the  moment,  os  Is  Indicated  by  the  use  of  the 
names  Extraordinary  Supplementary  Program  end  Emergency 
Supplementary  Program.  In  substance,  they  were  mainly 

based  on  small  defensive  warships. 

"6.  The  armament  situation  of  the  Japanese 

Navy  during  my  various  terms  of  office  at  the  Naval 
General  Staff  was  as  given  above.  Those  responsible 
applied  themselves  perseverlngly  to  the  task  of  fulfill- 
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I  Ing  their  duties  of  national  defense  and  consolidating 
-  armaments  within  the  scope  of  the  meager  national  re.  ' 

I  I 

I  sources  to  oppose  the  Increasing  naval  armaments  of  , 

;  the  major  powers*  i 

I 

I 

"In  other  words,  our  Navy's  single  thought  was 
how  to  defend  against  the  potential  threat  of  a  foreign 
fleet  Invading  our  home  waters,  and  our  plans  were  | 

formed  and  armament  policy  decided  on  the  basis  of 
j  this  consideration.  Not  even  once  was  a  plan  drafted  j 

I 

I  for  an  aggressive  attack  on  another  nation  at  this  time*' 

I  go  to  Paragraph  7i 

"7*  During  the  time  I  held  office  at  the  Naval 
General  Staff  and  was  participating  In  the  decisions  on 
national  defense  plans  and  armament  policy,  the  poverty 
of  national  resources  constituted  a  large  source  of  worr>* 
Difficulties  were  encountered,  especially  on  the  follow¬ 
ing  polntst 

"1*  In  the  event  of  war.  It  was  consld-  | 
ered  quite  possible  that  Japan's  shipbuilding  speed  j 
might  slow  down  but  that  It  would  be  most  difficult.  If  1 
not  Impossible,  for  It  to  be  Increased,  while  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain,  on  the  contrary,  were  expected 
I  to  accelerate  their  construction  rate  at  a  rapid  pace, as 
haJ  been  done  at  the  time  of  World  War  I, 

"2,  While  Japan  possessed  very  few  first 
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rate  merchant  ships  which  could  be  converted  into  aux* 
iliary  warships  in  case  of  emergency,  Great  Britain  and 
the  United  States  had  many  such  vessels  capable  of 
speedy  conversion. 

"3«  Japan  did  not  possess  civilian  air¬ 
craft  which  could  be  converted  into  a  reserve  air 
force  as  could  the  numerous  civilian  aircraft  possess¬ 
ed  by  the  United  States  end  Great  Britain. 

Japan  possessed  only  a  small  number 
of  civilian  factories  capable  of  being  converted  into 
munition  factories  during  war  time,  Ti^iie,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  were  capable 
of  large  scale  conversion  of  civilian  industrial  plants 

[ 

into  military  use  during  war  time. 

"5.  Japan  faced  a  shortage  of  materials  * 
vital  for  war  time  needs,  whereas,  by  comparison,  both 

the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  had  an  abundance  of 
such  materials.  ® 

In  the  face  of  these  facts,  it  was  necessary 
for  us  to  maintain  a  comparatively  large  peace  time 
force  even  though  this  meant  a  heavy  strain  on  our  meager 
latlonal  resources.  The  ability  of  the  United  States  and 
>reat  Britain  to  rapidly  mobilize  and  draw  upon  their 
/ast  resources  dictated  this  necessity.  And  to  have 
ailed  to  consider  these  factors  would  have  left  a  ser- 
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lous  defect  In  national  defense. 

"8.  In  the  affidavit  of  Admiral  Richardson, 
presented  to  this  Tribunal  on  November  25th  of  last  year, 
it  was  stoted  that  the  Japanese  Navy  in  its  preparation 
for  B  war  of  aggression  had  been  exerting  Itself  toward 
the  construction  of  aircraft  carriers.  That  statement 
varies  from  the  facts  indicated  by  the  very  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  carriers  themselves,  which  show  that  they 
were  built  for  use  in  home  waters. 

"It  is  a  fact  that  aircraft  carriers  may  very 

t 

easily  be  utilized  for  offensive  purposes,  but  it  was 
also  generally  recognized  that  aircraft  corrlers  were 
necessary  for  defense  against  attacks  by  fleets  which 
included  aircraft  carriers. 

"The  Japanese  naval  authorities  believed  that 
aircraft  carriers  were  absolutely  required  for  defense 
purposes  as  long  as  other  powers  possessed  aircraft 
carriers. 

"For  Japan  there  was  great  danger  of  attack  by 
carrier-borne  planes,  in  which  event  damage  would  be 
extremely  great,  for  the  following  reasonsi 

"1..  Japan,  being  narrov/  and  surrounded 
on  all  sides  by  sea,  there  was  no  area  of  the  island 
which  lay  outside  the  attacking  radius  of  carrier-borne 
planes. 
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"2.  Ncerly  all  the  major  cities,  large 
Industrial  areas,  and  the  trunk  lines  of  communications 

I 

of  Japan  lie  close  to  the  coast. 

"3.  Host  Japanese  houses,  being  con¬ 
structed  of  inflammable  material,  damage  through  bomb¬ 
ing  would  prove  extremely  great;  and  if  Incendiary 
bombs  were  used  there  was  great  danger  of  large  fires 
resulting. 
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"To  defend  Itself  against  attack  by  carrier- 
borne  planes,  Japan  required  numerous  airfields  and 
aircraft.  As  means  of  defense  against  attack  by  air¬ 
craft  there  are  airplanes,  anti-aircraft  weapons  and 
barrage  balloons,  but  aircraft  was  the  most  effective 
of  the  three.  When  the  objectives  to  be  defended  lie 
along  the  coast,  as  was  mostly  the  case  In  Japan,  anti¬ 
aircraft  weapons  and  balloon  barrages  usually  could 
not  be  expected  to  prove  sufficiently  effective  In 
warding  off  attack. 

"Japanese  territory,  being  small  and  surroun¬ 
ded  by  seas,  necessitated  the  existence  of  numerous 
airfields  and  airplanes  for  the  defense  against  attack 
from  air.  Fxirther,  weather  conditions,  being  often 
very  bad,  would  prove  an  obstacle  to  movement  and  con¬ 
centration  of  aircraft,  and  hence  an  even  greater 
necessity  for  large  numbers  of  airfields  and  aircraft. 

"It  was  Impossible  to  maintain  large  numbers 
of  aircraft  owing  to  the  meagreness  of  national  re¬ 
sources.  Further,  construction  of  airfields  was  diffi¬ 
cult  because  of  the  narrowness  of  the  territory  and 
especially  because  of  scarcity  of  flat  land. 

"On  the  one  hand,  for  the  Fleet  not  to  include 
aircraft  carriers  while  other  nations  possessed  this 
type  of  ship  would  have  meant  a  marked  difference  in 
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capacity  for  reconnaissance,  long  dlstemce  attacking 
potential  and  strength  in  anti-aircraft  defense.  With 
the  development  of  aircraft,  a  fleet  without  aircraft 
carriers  lost  its  raison  d'etre.  It  was  therefore 
advantageous,  especially  in  the  case  of  Japan,  to  main 
tain  this  carrier  strength  of  the  Fleet  at  a  point 
where  it  could  fully  hold  its  own  against  those  of 
opponent  nations,  and  thereby  to  serve  the  purpose  of 
national  dlfense. 

"Aircraft  carriers  could  be  utilized  to  ad¬ 
vantage  in  the  aerial  defense  of  the  home  land  since 
it  is  surrounded  on  all  sides  by  water.  Especially- 
is  this  true  since  there  was  the  danger^ of  attack  by 
enemy  carrier-borne  planes.  In  such  an  event  our 
carriers  could  be  used  to  attack  the  enemy  carriers 
before  they  entered  the  radius  for  bombing  of  the 
Japanese  mainland,  thus  providing  us  with  adequate 
defense  against  air  attack.  In  view  of  the  compara¬ 
tive  facility  of  movement  and  concentration,  even  in 
the  event  of  bad  weather,  there  were  many  favorable 
arguments  in  favor  of  aircraft  carriers  in  the  naval 
defense  of  the  narrow  territory  of  Japan, 

"It  was  for  this  very  reason  that  Vice-Ad¬ 
miral  Kanjl  KATO,  the  Senior  Japanese  Technical 
Committee  member  to  the  1922  ’’'ashington  Disarmament 
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Conference,  advocated  the  necessity  of  Japan  having 
the  same  number  of  aircraft  carriers  as ‘the  United' 
States  and  Britain,  for  defensive  purposes. 

"Further,  It  may  be  clearly  seen  from  the 
nature  and  capacity  of  the  Japanese  carriers  that  they 
were  constructed  for  defensive  purposes  and  not  for 
offensive,  Moreover,  to  utilize  carriers  for  offen¬ 
sive  warfare  It  Is  necessary  to  have  various  types  of 
attending  warships;  but  the  Japanese  Navy  did  not  have 
them. 

"The  number  of  Japanese  aircraft  carriers  on 
December  7.  19^1,  Including  temporarily  converted 
merchantmen,  was  ten  with  displacement  of  some  152,970 
tons.  Included  In  this  number  were  the  slow-moving 
converted  merchant  ship  "Kasuga  Maru,"  the  out-dated, 
overaged  small  carrier  the  "Hosho,"  which  was  used 
only  for  training  purposes,  the  small  carriers  "Ryujo" 
and  "Zulho,"  which  could  carry  only  a  limited  niunber 
of  small  aircraft.  Consequently,  the  number  of  air¬ 
craft  carriers  which  could  be  utilized  for  fleet  ac¬ 
tion  was  six.  Moreover,  the  cruising  radii  of  these 
first  line  carriers  were  far  shorter  than  those  of 
United  States  naval  ships.  Evidence  of  this  fact  may 
be  seen  In  the  extraordinary  refueling  problems  that 
^ater  confronted  th^Nayy  in  Its  preparations  for  the 
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Pearl  Harbor  attack." 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Counselor  SHD’ANOUCHI. 

UR.  SHIUANOUCHI:  I  would  like  to  ask  ques¬ 
tions  on  behalf  of  the  defendant  OSHIMA. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Further  examination,  Isn't 
It? 

UR.  SHIUANOUCHI:  Further  direct,  your  Honor. 

DIRECT  EXAIJINATION  (Continued) 

BY  MR.  SHDIANOUCHI: 

0  During  the  period  you  were  the  Vice  Chief  of 
the  Naval  General  Staff,  that  Is,  from  October,  1939» 
until  September,  194-1,  did  Ambassador  OSHIll/.  In  Berlin 
ever  contact  the  Navy  In  Tokyo  directly? 

A  No. 

^  ’%lle  you  were  the  Vice  Chief  of  the  Naval 
General  Staff  did  the  Naval  General  Staff  ever  Inform 
OSHIMA  of  their  operational  plans? 

A  No. 

0  You  sfald  In  your  affidavit,  at  paragraph 
numbered  5,  the  follov/lng: 

"It  was  Immediately  after  the  outbreak  of 
’•7orld  '7ar  II  In  Turope  that  I  was  appointed  Vice- 
Chief  of  the  Naval  General  Staff.  In  our  country  It 
was  a  time  when  we  were  worrying  over  means  of  prevent- 
ing  the  war  from  spreading  QUtsldc.  Europe.." _ 
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But  according  to  prosecution  exhibit  509, 

that  is,  the  memorandum  by  Knoll,  dated  Kay  25,  1939, 

« 

it  states  as  follows:  Ambassador  OSHD'A  stated  that 
he  believed  that  the  Japanese  were  prepared  to  move 
their  Navy  to  the  south  of  East  Asia,  that  is,  to 
Hong  Kong;  and  it  further  states  that  0SHIli(A  himself 
telegraphed  this  proposal. 

’Tere  preparations  completed  for  the  Japanese 
Navy  to  move  to  the  south  in  East  Asia,  especially  to 
Hong  Kong,  around  September,  1939? 

A  The  Japanese  Navy  had  no  such  preparations. 

P  Fad' the  Japanese  Navy  any  concrete  plans  for 
military  advance  in  September,  1939  —  such  a  military 
advance? 

A  No. 

Has  Ambassador  OSHIIiIA  ever  submitted  this 
proposal  to  the  Japanese  Navy? 

A  I  have  never  heard  nor  seen  it. 

Q  Did  the  Japanese  Navy  have  any  concrete  plans 
or  concrete  preparations  for  the  occupation  of  Hong 
Kong  between  February  and  April,  1941? 

A  Studies  Y/lth  regard  to  war  against  England 
were  being  made,  but  there  were  no  preparations  or 
plans. 


0 _ ’7ere  there  any  concrete  plans  at  that  time 
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with  regard  to  the  occupotlon  of  the  Phllllplnes? 

A  At  that  tlue,  no. 

0  In  prosecution  erhiblt  576,  which  Is  a  tele¬ 
gram  sent  by  .jnbessndor  Ott  to  the  Relchs  Foreign 

« 

Minister  in  March,  19^1,  It  states  as  follows t 

"'^en  Inquiry  was  made  of  the  Naval  General 
Staff  representative  KONDO,  It  was  learned  that  strong 
preparations  wore  underway  for  an  attack  on  Singapore, 
and  that  preparations  would  probably  be  completed  by 
the  end  of  May." 

Have  you  any  familiarity  with  this? 

A  Yes. 
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Q  Then  will  you  please  so  state.  Explain  It. 

A  I  have  never  received  any  formal  con¬ 
sultation.  I  think  It  was  the  end  of  February  or 
possibly  the  first  part  of  March  that  1  attended  a 
luncheon  given  by  the  German  Naval  Attache  In  Tokyo, 
Admiral  Y/enn«ker,  and  I  think  Ambassador  Ott  was 
also  present. 

Q  That  was  1941? 

A  Yes*  Following  the  luncheon, conversation 
took  place  with  regard  to  Singapore  and  1  was  asked 
with  regard  to  the  possibility  of  a  Japanese  attack 
on  Singapore.  At  that  time  I  replied  that  If  It 
were  an  order  fl'om  the  Imperial  General  Headquarters 
as  far  as  the  navy  was  concerned  It  could  do  It. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Mr*  Tavenner. 


MR*  TAVENNER:  If  the  Tribunal  please,  It 
appears  to  the  prosecution  that  the  rules  of  the 
Court  are  being  evaded  In  the  method  of  examining 
this  witness*  This  apparently  Is  a  major  examina¬ 
tion  which  should  have  been  by  affidavit  form* 

THE  PRESIDBI^T:  It  Is  a  very  extensive 
examination  In  chief,  undoubtedly* 

ISR*  TAVENNER:  So  the  suggestion  Is  made 
that  If  the 'testimony  of  this  witness  Is  desired 
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on  a  new  matter,  that  it  be  reduced  to  affidavit 
form  and  be  presented  in  the  usual  way  to  the 
Tribunal. 

THE  PRESIDENT  I  It  may  not  be  worth  while. 
He  may  have  only  a  few  more  questions  to  ask. 

MR.  SHIMANOUCHIJ  May  I  reply,  sir? 

According  to  this  exhibit  it  is  claimed 
that  in  a  talk  between  OSHIMA  and  Ribbentrop  that 
OSHIMA  had  said  that  Japan's  preparations  for  an 
attack  on  Singapore  would  probably  be  completed  by 
the  end  of  May.  Now,  with  respect  to  the  telegram 
sent  by  Ott,  this  witness  says  that  he  is  familiar 
with  what  was  said,  and  therefore  I  feel  that  this 
question  also  Involves  Ambassador  OSHIMA. 

Furthermore,  the  second  reason  is  that  this 
witness  himself  states  in  his  affidavit  that  Japan 
was  worrying  over  various  means  to  prevent  the  war 
from  spreading  outside  of  Europe.  However,  the 
prosecution  exhibits  show  the  contrary,  and  there¬ 
fore  I  am  asking  these  questions  to  clear  the  matter 


to  ask? 


Honor • 


THE  PRESIDENT:  Have  you  many  more  questions 


Bffl.  SHIMANOUCHI:  About  four  or  five,  your 
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Q  Will  you  contlnuo,  Ur*  Witness? 

A  At  that  time  In  the  course  of  the  con- 

« 

versatlon  on  this  matter,  I  replied  that  an  attack 
on  Singapore  would  be  an  operation  against  Britain 
and  In  the  light  of  the  situation  then  existing, 

operations  against  Britain  would  also  mean  operations 

\ 

against  the  United  States;  that  at  that  time  Japan 
must  devote  her  full  powers  to  the  settlement  of  the 
China  Incident;  and  that  therefore  for  that  reason  any 
trouble  with  any  third  power  must  bo  avoided  and 
that  therefore  questions  of  this  nature  required 
the  most  serious  consideration. 

Q  Did  the  Japanese  Navy,  around  February  or  ' 
March  1941,  have  any  concrete  preparations  for  an 
attack  on  Singapore? 


Q  What  position  did  you  hold  after  October 


1941? 


I  was  appointed  Commander  In  Chief  of  the 


Second  Fleet. 

Q  What  wore  the  duties  of  the  Second  Fleet? 

A  It  was  undergoing  fleet  training  under  the 

# 

command  of  the  Commander  In  Chief  of  the  Combined 


Fleet. 


_ THE  PBBS.IDBNTj  Mr.  Tavenner. 
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m,  TAVENNERi  If  it  please  the  Tribunal, 
the  examination  is  apparently  now  going  into  another 
matter,  and  I  would  like  to  renew  my  objection. 

UR.  SHIMANOUCHIt  May  I  speak? 

This  relates  to  an  attack  on  Singapore  and 
Hong  Kong.  I  have  only  two  questions  more  to  ask. 

THE  PRESIDENT*  Put  them. 

Q  Did  this  fleet  participate  in  the  Malayan, 
^Philippines,  and  Dutch  East  Indies  operations? 

A  Yes. 

Q  With  regard  to  the  formulation  of  the  plans 
for  operations  in  Malaya,  the  Philippines,  the- 
Netherlands  East  Indies,  Singapore  and  Hong  Kong, 
were  there  any  suggestions  from  Germany  or  from 
OSHIUA? 

A  We  received  no  suggestions  whatsoever. 

UR.  SHIMANOUCHI*  Thank  you.  This  con¬ 
cludes  my  examination. 

THE  PEIESIDENT:  Mr.  Comyns  Carr. 
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CROSS -DCAUINATION 
m  MR.  COlffNS  CARR: 

Q  Admiral  KONDO,  you,  as  I  understand,  became 
First  Division  Chief  of  the  Naval  General  Staff  In 
December  1935? 

A  Yes,  that  Is  so. 

Q  Where  had  you  been  Immediately  before  that? 

A  I  was  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Combined  Fleet. 

Q  In  December  1935,  as  you  say  In  paragraph  4, 

the  London  Naval  Disarmament  Conference  was  going  on 

I  and  you  say  that  Japan  was  putting  forward  proposals 

i  of  a  nonaggresslve  and  nonmenacing  character.  Now, 

I  was  not  the  truth  that  the  Japanese  navy  had  long  been 

I  anxious  to  be  entirely  freed  from  restrictions  on  Its 
I  . 

shipbuilding  program? 

A  That  Is  not  so.  As  a  matter  of  fact  the 
i  Japeuiese  navy  had  desired  from  Its  very  heart.  In  view 
of  Japan's  national  strength,  to  see  the  realisation 
of  naval  disarmament  —  of  naval  disarmament  treaty. 

Q  If  the  accused  SHIGEMITSU  said  on  the  21st 
of  August  1935,  as  Vice  Foreign  Minister,  that  the  navy 
thought  It  advantageous  for  Japan  to  be  unrestricted  by 
armament  treaties  and  was  very  emotional  about  It,  was 
he  wrong? 

_ A  With  regard  to  that  I  think  It  was  this:  that 
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because  Japan's  very  fair  and  Just  proposal  was  not 
accepted  by  the  other  naval  powers  some  balance  must 
be  maintained  In  the  light  of  the  weakness  of  Japanese 
national  strength  by  emphasizing  certain  character- 
Istlcs  of  the  navy, 

Q  But  that  Is  hardly  an  answer  to  my  question. 

I  was  asking  you  whether  It  was  true  to  say  In  August 
1935,  six  months  before  the  conference  broke  down, 
that  the  Japanese  navy  wanted  to  be  unrestricted  by 
armament  treaties  vlth  foreign  nations? 

A  That  Is  not  a  fact, 

Q  If  he  went  on  to  say  that  the  navy's  proposal 
should  be  wrapped  up  In  a  pretty  cloth  so  as  to  avoid 
trouble  with  other  nations.  Isn't  that  exactly  what 
was  done? 

MR.  BRAinroNi  If  the  Tribunal  please,  that 
question  Is  highly  objectionable,  calling  for  an 
opinion  from  this  witness  on  a  broad  general  matter 
that  certainly  Invades  the  province  of  the  Tribunal, 

UR.  COMJfNS  CARR:  I  am  sorry,  your  Honor; 
this  Is  not  working.  I  could  not  hear, 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Objection  Is  overruled. 

A  I  do  not  understand  the  point  of  the  question. 
THE  PRESIDENT:  He  knows,  I  understand,  who 
said  these  things  or  who  Is  alleged  to  have  said  them 
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and  the  occasion  on  which  they  were  said.  He  should 
know  that. 

I 

MR.  COMYNS  CARR:  If  your  Honor  pleases. 

THE  PRESIDEIfr:  They  are  In  direct  contra-  j 
diction  of  his  affidavit  and  he  can  reasonably  be 
asked  to  reconcile  them  If  he  can. 

Q  The  accused  SHIGEICITSU,  I  suggest,  Is  alleged! 
to  have  said  this  to  a  certain  Baron  HARADA  on  the  21st 
of  August  1935.  What  I  am  asking  you  is  whether  that 
Is  not  a  correct  description  of  the  way  In  which 
these  proposals  were  formulated  and  put  forward  by 
Japan  at  the  Naval  Conference? 

A  The  disarmament  proposal  put  forth  by  the 
Japanese  navy  was  regarded  by  It  as  a  very  just  aiwl 
fair  proposal  and  because  of  that  the  Japanese  navy  | 

I 

desired  from  Its  very  heart  that  this  proposal  would  | 
be  accepted. 

Q  I  am  suggesting  the  exact  contrary:  that 
you  knew  It  was  a  proposal  which  the  other  countries 
would  never  accept  If  they  were  In  their  sane  minds 
and  that  It  was  put  forward  in  order  that  the  confer¬ 
ence  might  break  down  and  you  might  be  free  of  re¬ 
strictions? 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Mr.  Brannon. 

MR.  BRANNON:  That  is  objected  to  as  not 
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being  a  question  at  all,  purely  argumentative,  and 
tending  to  Invite  oonment  from  this  witness.  It  Is 
not  at  all  relevant  to  any  material  Issue  In  the  case. 
He  has  already  answered  that  the  basic  statement  of 
the  accused  put  to  him  by  the  prosecutor  was  not 
correct}  therefore  any  questions  that  would  follow 
would  be  quite  Improper  and  purely  argumentative. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Ur.  Carr,  do  you  wish  to  say 

anything? 

MR.  COIGTNS  CARR:  No,  your  Honor. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  I  am  Inclined  to  think  It 
Is  argumentative,  Ur.  Carr,  In  view  of  hls  earlier 
answers . 

I  understand  my  colleagues,  or  some  of  them, 
take  the  view  that  It  Is  not  argumentative  so  I  would- 
expect  you  to  support  your  question.  There  Is  always' 
scope  for  difference  of  opinion  In  these  matters, 

Mr.  Carr. 

MR.  COMYNS  CARR:  Your  Honor,  the  reason  why 

I  put  It,  supplementing  the  previous  one,  was  that  the 

witness  had  at  first  said  that  he  did  not  understand  th 

« 

meaning  of  the  remark  attributed  to  the  accused  SHIGE-^' 
MITSU,  and  I  thought  It  desirable  to  make  quite  plain  f 
the  meaning  I  was  putting  to  him. 


THE  PRESIDENT:  You  are  always  at  liberty  to.- 
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make  yourself  plainer  If  you  think  you  are  not 
clearly  understood,  so  proceed. 

Q  Will  you  answer,  please? 

A  The  Japanese  navy  did  not  act  with  the  Ideas 
or  Intentions  such  as  just  now  described  by  the 
prosecutor. 

Q  Did  you  know  that  as  early  as  September  193^ 
the  Prime  Minister  OKADA  and  the  ?brelgn  Secretary,  | 
the  accused  HIROTA,  had  declared  that  the  Washington 
Treaty  was  going  to  be  abrogated  even  If  the  other 
nations  agreed  to  Japan's  proposal? 

A  Yes. 

Q  Now,  was  It  not  the  prevailing  view  in  the 
Japanese  navy  In  October  1935  that  whereas  the  army 
wanted  to  fight  the  Russians,  the  navy  wanted  to  fight 
the  United  States? 

A  Such  a  fact  does  not  exist,  or  has  not  existed 

Q  And  had  not  that  view  been  frequently  put 
forward  In  Japanese  circles  by  the  navy  ever  since  193: 

A  I  have  no  such  recollection. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  We  will  adjourn  now  until  ' 


? 


half -past  one. 


(Whereupon,  at  1200,  a  recess  was 

taken. ) 
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1330. 


AFTERNOON  SI’.SbION 


Tho  Tribunal  nut,  pursuant  to  ruoess,  at 


Ui'JiSI'u'J.  CF  THE  COURT:  The  International 


Military  Tribunal  for  the  Far  East  Is  now  resumed. 


NOBUTAKE  KONLO  resumed  tho  stand  and 
testified  through  Japanese  Interpreters  as 


follows: 


CROSS-EXAMINATION 


THE  PRE3ILENT:  Mr,  Comyns  Carr.  * 

BY  MR.  COMYNS  CARiH  (Continued) : 

Q  Admiral  KOMLO,  let  me  put  to  you  more 
specifically  the  matter  I  was  asking  you  about  Just ' 
before  the  adjournment. 

If  SHIGEMITSU  said,  on  the  6th  of  October, 
1933,  that  the  navy  wanted  to  attack  the  United  States 
In  1936,  would  he  have  been  expressing  the  prevailing 
opinion  of  the  navy  at  that  time? 

«  A  There  was  no  such  opinion  In  the  navy. 

Q  Then  If  Finance  Minister  TAKAHASHI  said  the 
same  thing  on  the  11th  of  the  same  month,  would  have 
have  been  wrwug  also? 

A  )ly  reply  to  that  Is  the  same  as  my  reply  to 
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the  previous  question* 

Q  Not?,  If  SHIOEKITSU  said,  on  the  l5th  of  the 
same  month,  that  the  m  vj  did  not  mind  abrogating 
tl^e  Washington  Treaty  and  was  prepared  to  sever  dip¬ 
lomatic  relations  with  America  and  Britain  If  Its 
demand  were  denied,  would  ha  have  been  correctly 
representing  the  attitude  of  the  navy  on  that  point 
at  that  ^ime? 

A  That  does  not  reflect  navql  opinion. 

Q  If  Finance  Minister  TAKAHASHI  said  on  the 
25th  of  November,  1933,  that  the  navy  was  proposing 
to  increase  Its  armament  In  breach  of  the  treaty  end 
before  It  expired  and  that  he,  TAKi'.HASHI,  would  not 
accept  a  budget  on  that  basis,  did  that  correctly 
represent  the  desire  of  the  navy? 

A  At  that  time  I  was  not  related  with  such 
matters  and,  therefore,  I  cannot  speak  with  any 
accuracy,  but  I  do  not  think  that  such  an  opinion 
prevailed  then  In  the  navy. 

Q  Were  any  of  the  opinions  which  I  have  been 
putting  to  you  widely  held  by  Influential  sections 
In  the  navy? 

A  Such  opinions  did  not  prevail.  ^ 

Q  Now,  do  you  agree  that  Japan  had  only  one 
ocean  In  which  to  defend  herself,  from  a  naval  point 


it. 


t 


KONtO 


CROSS 


26,69X 


of  view? 

1 

A  Yes,  generally. 

2 

^  Q  Do  you  agree  that  the  United  States  had  two 

^  oceans  In  which  to  defend  herself  from  a  naval  point 
j  of  view? 

g  A  Yes,  I  agree. 

7  Q  Lo  you  agree  that  the  British  Coroinonwealth 

8  of  Nations  had  to  defend  themselves  in  every  ocean 

I 

9  as  well  as  the  Mediterranean  Sea,  from  a  naval  point  , 

10  of  view? 

11  A  Yes.  However,  we  must  take  into  consideration 
the  mobility  of  the  navy,  thervery  great  mobility  of 
the  navy, 

Q  Under  those  circumstances,  how  cpuld  you 
expect  that  those  nations  would  accept  the  Japanese 
proposal  of  a  common  upper  limit  for  all  navies? 

17 

A  The  Japanese  navy  recognizes  that,  depending 

18 

on  the  national  circumstances,  every  nation  has  its 

19 

vulnerability;  and,  therefore,  the  Japanese  proposal 

20 

recognizes  some  amount  of  flexibility  in  its  proposal 

21 

for  a  common  upper  limit. 

Q  Was, not  the  truth  that  you  did  not  expect 
them  to  accept  it? 

>5  A  We  had  .expected  from  our  hearts  that  it  would 

be  accepted,  / 
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'  Q  Was  not  th9  truth  that  you  put  forward  the 

f 

proposal  in  order  thfat  the  conference  might  fall  and' 
you  might  bo  freed  from  restrictions? 

A  That  Is  not  so* 

Q  Now,  In  paragraph  4  of  your  affidavit,  the 
first  paragraph  on  page  4,  you  say  that  as  a  result 
of  the  failure  the  third  supplementary  program  was 
drafted,  When  was  that? 

A  That  was  1937. 

Q  You  soy  It  was  not  drafted  until  1937? 

A  Yes, 

Q  I  see  you  say  in  It  that  It  Included  two 
aircraft  carriers. 

A  Yes. 

Q  That  means  two  additional  ones,  of  course. 

A  Yes. 

%  * 

Q  How  many  had  you  at  that  time?  Let  me  put 
the  figures  to  you  from  exhibit  916,  I  suggest  you 
had  seven  In  commission  and  one  under  construction. 

A  I  do  not  think  I  have  mentioned  that  In  my 
affidavit. 

Q  But  we  know  it  from  Japanese  official  docu¬ 
ment  that  that  was  the  fact.  That  was  so,  wasn't  it? 

A  I  do  not  remember  this  clearly, 

« 

_  <5  Assuming  that  those  were  what  you  had  at 
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that  tine  and  the  progran  called  for  two  more,  that 
would  make  ton  In  all? 

A  I  think  that  Included  substitute  vessels; 
the  building  or  consti^uctlon  of  substitute  vessels. 

Q  How  many  do  you  say  It  would  make? 

A  I  have  no  accurate  recolte ctlon. 

Q  Now,  what  I  want  to  ask  you  Is  thlsi  In  May,, 
1936,  did  the  Naval  General  Staff  put  forward  a  pro¬ 
posal  for  fourteen  aircraft  carriers? 

A  I  do  not  recall  that.  '  v 

‘ 

Q  Now,  you  were  Vice-Chief  of  Naval  Staff  at 
this  time,  and  NAGANO  was  the  Navy  Minister,  wasn't  he? 

A  The  Naval  Minister  was  not  Fleet  Admiral 
NAGANO. 

t 

Q  In  June,  1936,  I  suggest  to  you  that  Fleet 
Admiral  NAGANO  was  the  Navy  Minister, 

A  .1  do  not  —  that  date  Is  not  —  I  do  not 
recall  that  date. 

Q  Well,  It  does  not  matter  whether  you  recall 
It.  If  he  said  this  on  the  17th  of  June,  1936,  and 
on  many  previous  occasions  about  that  time,  that  the 
army  wanted  to  conduct  an  offensive  to  the  limit 
against  Russia,  while  the  navy  wanted  to  dupe  Britain 
and  the  United  States  and  to  go  against  them,  would 
he  have  been  right? 
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A  That  Is  not  a  fact, 

Q  Bven  If  I  toll  you  that  he  added  that  ho, 
personally,  did  not  agree  with  that  view? 

A  That  I  do  not  know  —  j  would  not  know. 


I 


Q  T7ell,  now,  just  onu  op  twi  quustlons  about 
the  later  part  of  your  affidavit. 

On  pace  7  you  say  that  toward  the  end  of 
19AO  the  international  situation  took  a  sudden  turn 
for  the  worse;  cjiC  you  pontion  certain  actions  of  the 
United  States  end  of  the  British  Conmonwealth  as 
evidence  of  that.  Did  it  occur  to  you  that  the  real 
cause  of  the  sudden  turn  for  the  worse  was  Japan ‘s 
entering  into  the  Tripartite  Pact? 

A  I  should  think  that  would  be  one  of  the 
causes, 

Q  /Jid  the  cause  of  oil  the  others,  wasn't  it? 

A  The  feet  that  Japan  was  econonically  shut 
off  by  the  United  States,  Britain,  and  the  Netherlands 
East  Indies  and  economic  pressure  was  brought  to  bear 
against  hor  was  also  <no  of  the  causes, 

Q  Did  it  occur  to  you  that  tho  entry  of  Japan 
into  Northern  French  Indo-Chlna  was  one  of  the  causes? 

A  That  tiny  bo  so'  if  viewed  objectively,  tut 
Japan's  advance  into  Northern  French  Indo-Chlna  was 
a  step  used  in  order  to  bring  about  a  speedy  sottle- 
nent  of  the  China  Incident, 

Q  By  a  speedy  sottlenont  of  the  China  Incident 
you  neon,  do  you  n^^t,  tho  speedy  defeat  of  Chlang 
Kai-shek? _ 
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A  Yes . 

Q  Now  you  go  on  to  say,  ct  the  botton  of  the 
sane  page,  that  the  naval  general  staff  reallsec]  It 
had!  to  (!o  sonethlng  about  naval  arnanents  In  view  of 
the  great  naval  expansion  of  the  United  States.  Did 
you  realize  that  the  United  States  had  to  prepare  for 
the  possibility  of  war  with  Oernany  and  Italy  as  well 
as  the  possibility  of  war  with  Japan?  | 

A  It  is  not  clear  whether  the  United  States  | 
was  then  naklng  war  preparations  against  Japan,  but 
it  was  clear  that  the  Iftilted  States  was  actively 
engaged  in  the  expansion  of  its  amanents,  that  it  was 
holding  national  defense  conferences  with  various 
powers,  that  it  was  reinforcing  and  preparing  defenses 
and .fortifications  in  the  Pacific  area  and  building  • 
airfields  at  various  points  in  the  Pacific  area. 

Q  But  what  I  wanted  to  get,  to  understand  froD 
you  is  this:  ’.liy,  if  you  did  so,  should  you  assxme 
that  any  naval  building  by  the  United  States  was 
directed  against  Japan  only? 

A  That  was  the  judgnent  we  nade  becaiise  fron  * 
even  before  that  tine  the  United  States  placed  an 

9 

embargo  on  exports  to  Japan  and  not  only  that  —  not  -or 
ly  banned  exports  to  Japan  but  took  such  unfriendly  — 
that  the  United  States  was  talcing  such  steps  as  an 
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excr.lnr.tlon? 

Llojcr  Furness. 

I^Ti.  FUl'iNESSi  I  wish  to  ask  a  question  on 

tahnlf  of  the  defeixJont  SIIIGEEITSU. 

TIE  PIxESIDENT:  liejor  Furness,  this  is 

further  oxaminatirn  in  chief,  is  it,  cr  is  it  cross- 

exonination  I'ecause  SIIIGEEITSU  v;as  nentioned? 

IXi.  FURNESS:  I  don't  care  tvbether  it  is 

« 

cross-exaninntion  or  redirect,  your  Honor. 

THE  PI^ESIIENT:  It  makes  a  lot  of  difference. 
I  have  to  watch  the  form  of  the  question.  You  have 
more  liberty  in  cross-examination  than  you  have  in 
redirect  examination. 


BY  HTi.  FURNESS; 


EXAII  NATION 


Q  Admiral  KONDO,  do  you  romenber  prior  to  the 
Loik’-on  Disarmament  Conference  of  1936  and  1937  having 
a  conversation  with  the  defendant  SIHGEIUTSD? 

A  I  did  not  engage  in  any  personal  conversa¬ 
tion  or  discussion,  but  we  met  at  conferences  frequent! 

Q  At  one  of  those  conferences  did  he  express 
an  opinion  as  to  whether  or  not  any  reasonable  formula 
submitted  by  ether  powers  at  that  conference  should  bo 
accepted? 


y. 


23 


A  I  recall  that  he  did  advance  such  a  thesis 
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im,  FURNESS  I  Now,  I  wont  to  ask  the 
prosecution  whethar  cr  n^'t  the  evidence  which  they 
soy  will  cone  fron  a  oerteio  Caron  IIARADA  will  be 
noc^e  available  to  the  defense*  I  know  ttiat  Caron 
U/JxADA  has  been  dead  for  sone  tine,  and  the  only 
evidence  which  they  have  nust  be  sone  writing.  I 
call  attention  to  the  statenent  by  Ilr.  Conyns  Carr 
in  which  he  said  that  the  accused  SIIIGEIIITSU,  I  sug¬ 
gest,  is  alleged  to  have  said  this  to  a  certain 
Boron  IIARADA  on  the  21st  of  August,  1935. 


I 


MR.  COMYNS  CARRi  I  don’t  quite  understand 

« 

the  quest lon^  your  Honor.  Obviously,  If  and  when 
It  Is  tendered  It  will  be  available  to  the  defense 
like  any  other  evidence. 

TriE  PRESIDElJTt  We  expect  It  to  be  tendered 
In  accordance  with  the  rules  and  nothing  more. 

MR,  FURNESS:  I  would  like  to  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  this  differs  somewhat  from  previous 
cross-examinations  by  Mr.  Comyns  Carr  In  that  he 
mentioned  It  In  his  questioning  of  this  witness,  whether 
Inadvertently  or  not,  I  don't  know. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  At  my  suggestion  as  a  matter 

of  fairness. 

MR.  FURNESS:  I  didn't  hear  your  Honor  say 

when  It  would  be  tendered. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  I  shouldn’t  have  to  tell  you 
that  if  it  is  tendered  It  will  be  tendered  In  rebuttal. 
Mr.  Brannon. 

MR.  BRANNON:  I  have  only  one  question  to  ask 

the  witness  on  redirect. 

REDIRECT  EXAMINATION 
BY  MR,  BRANNON: 

Q  You  were  asked  by  the  prosecution  as  follows: 
"Did  you  know  that  as  early  as  September,  1934^»  that 
Prime  Minister  OKADA  and  the  Foreign  Secretary,  the 
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accused  HIROTA,  had  declifed  that  the  Washington 
Treaty  was  going  to  be  abrogated  even  If  the  other 
nations  agreed  to  Japan* s  proposal?”  Your  answer 

to  that  Question  was  "Yes.” 

I  will  ask  you  now  If  you  fully  understood 
the  question  as  translated  and  whether  your  answer 
was  correct? 

THE  PRESIDENT:  You  cannot  get  him  to  give 
another  answer  that  way  In  re-examlnatlon.  As  I  have 

f 

said  repeatedly,  and  as  we  all  know,  you  can  clear  up 

« 

things  that  are  left  obscure  by  the  cross-examination. 

But,  nothing  has  been  left  obscure  by  the  cross- 

examination,  If  something  that  Mr,  Carr  said  was 

wrongly  translated  Into  Japanese  and  the  witness  was 

given  to  this  wrong  translation,  then  we  can  have  It 

% 

corrected  now,  but  there  Is  a  way  of  doing  that, 

MR,  BRANNON:  I  was  merely  Informed  that  the 
question  was  misunderstood  by  the  witness  and  that  he 
wished  to  correct  his  answer,  and  I  was  only  doing  It 
for  the  purpose  of  Informing  the  Tribunal  as  to  the 

correct  set  of  facts,  ' 

THE  PRESIDENT:  That  Is  not  within  the  scope  of 
re-examlnatlon,  but  It  would  be  possible  for  this  Court, 
not  being  bound  by  any  technical  rules,  to  allow  another 
set  of  questions.  But,  It  would  be  a  very  dangerous 
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precedent. 

IfR.  BRANNOUt  1  have  no  desire  to  press 
the  matter* 

UR.  HANAIt  I  am  counsel  HANAI.  I  wish  to 
conduct  cross-examination  on  behalf  of  the  accused 
HIROTA. 

THE  PRESIDENT I  '  It  is  too  late*  It  would  infer 
re-examination*  You  should  have  followed  Ur.  Conyns 
Carr  or  Uajor  Furness,  who,  if  he  did  anything,  cross- 
examined,  although  apparently  nothing  prejudicial  to  • 
his  client  was  said  by  the  witness.  You  can  only  ask 
questions  now  with  the  expressed  permission  of  the 
Court,  and,  as  I  said  before,  that  would  be  a  dangerous 
precedent.  You  have  got  to  be  vigilant  in  the  conduct 

of  your  client's  case. 

UR.  HANAI:  It  will  be  only  a  very  brief 
cross-examination,  your  Honor.  Uay  I  have  the  Tribunal's 
permission? 

THE  PRESIDENT:  I  think  a  majority  are  pre¬ 
pared  to  hear  you.  Proceed  to  put  your  questions. 

CROSS-EXAUINATION 

BY  UR.  HANAI: 

Q  Now,  in  answer  to  a  question  put  to  you  by 
•  the  prosecutor  if  you  knew  whether  or  not  HIROTA  and 
OKADA  declared  that  Japan  was  prepared  to  withdraw  from 
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precedent. 

MR.  BRANDON t  1  have  no  desire  to  press 
the  matter. 

MR.  HANAIi  I  am  counsel  HANAI.  I  wish  to 
conduct  cro*ts-examlnatlon  on  behalf  of  the  accused 
HIROTA. 

THE  PRESIDENT!  It  is  too  late.  It  would  infer 
re -examination.  You  should  have  followed  Mr.  Comyns 
Carr  or  Major  Furness,  who,  if  he  did  anything,  cross- 
examined,  although  apparently  nothing  prejudicial  to 
his  client  was  said  by  the  witness.  You  can  only  ask 
questions  now  with  the  expressed  permission  of  the 
Court,  and,  as  I  said  before,  that  would  be  a  dangerous 
precedent.  You  have  got  to  be  vigilant  In  the  conduct 
of  your  client's  case. 

MR.  HANAI t  It  will  be  only  a  very  brief 
cross-examination,  your  Honor.  May  1  have  the  Trlbimal'a 
permission? 

THE  PRESIDENT:  I  think  a  majority  are  pre¬ 
pared  to  hear  you.  Proceed  to  put  your  questions. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION 

BY  MR.  HANAI: 

Q  Now,  in  answer  to  a  question  put  to  you  by 
the  prosecutor  If  you  knew  whether  or  not  HIROTA  and 
OKADA  declared  that  Japan  was  prepared  to  withdraw  from 
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the  London  Naval  Conference  even  If  Japan* s  proposal 
had  been  accepted  by  the  other  powers  and  to  that 
question  you  replied  that  you  knew  — 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Mr,  Comyns  Carr, 

MR.  COMYNS  CARR:  That  wa8n*t  the  question 
that  was  put.  The  suggestion  was  not  that  they  were 
prepared  to  withdraw  from  the  London  Naval  Conference,  * 
but  that  they  Intended  to  withdraw  from  the  Washington 
Naval  Treaty  —  to  "abrogate",  was  the  word,  the 

Washington  Naval  Treaty, 

A  I  shall  reply.  With  regard  to  that  point,  I 
should  like  to  moke  a  very  Important  correction,  I 
misunderstood  the  (question,  I  said  that  I  knew  on  the 
Impression  that  the  statement  was  mode  at  the  time  the 
Washington  Treaty,  the  declaration  for  the  abrogation 
of  the  Washington  Treaty,  was  announced.  With  respect  . 
to  anything  that  took  place  before  that  time,  I  have 
no  recollection. 

Q  Then,  does  your  answer  mean  that  previous  to 
the  London  Naval  Conference,  OKADA  and  HIROTA  did  not 
say  any  such  thing? 

THE  MONITOR:  Not  "London",  Just  "Conference"; 
prior  to  the  Conference, 
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A  That  Is  so. 

MR.  HANAI:  That  Is  all. 


THE  PRESIDENT:  Mr,  Comyns  Carr* 

MR.  COMYNS  CARRx  Your  Honor,  I  was  not  in 
time  to  object  to  that  question  and  answer,  but 
obviously.  In  my  submission,  the  most  the  witness 
could  possibly  say  was  that  he  wasn’t  aware  of  It. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  That  view  Is  shared  by  the 

Bench* 

Mr*  Roberts* 

MR*  ROBERTS:  With  respect  to  that,  I  think 
the  question  asked  by  Mr*  Brannon  was  not  translated 
In  Japanese*  I  think  the  objection  was  mode  before  the 
translation*  I  am  not  sure  about  that. 

May  this  witness  be  excused  on  the  regular 

terms? 

THE  PRESIDENT:  He  Is  excused  on  the  usual 


terms* 


(Whereupon,  the  witness  was  excused.) 


MR.  ROBERTS:  We  next  call  the  witness  Tatsu- 


klchl  MIYO 


IIIYO 


direct 


26,705 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 
23 


TATSUKICHI  MIYO,  called  as  a  witness 
on  behalf  of  the  defense,  being  first  duly 
sworn,  testified  through  Japanese  Interpreters 

as  follows! 

DIRECT  EXAMINATION 

BY  MR.  ROBERTS! 

Q  Please  state  your  name  end  address. 

A  My  name  Is  MIYO,  Tatsuklchl.  My  address  Is 

No.  36  Talra-Machl,  Meguro-ku,  Tokyo. 

MR.  ROBERTS!  May  the  witness  be  shown  defense 

document  No.  1976? 

(Whereupon,  a  document  was  handed  to 

the  witness.) 

Q  Please  examine  this  document  and  tell  us  whether 
or  not  It  Is  your  sworn  affidavit. 

A  This  Is  my  affidavit. 

I  should  like  to  make  one  or  two  corrections. 

I  wish  to  moke  a  correction  In  numbered  paragraph  13 i 
toward  the  end.  It  is  stated  In  my  affidavit  —  the 
following  words  are  found  In  my  affidavit  after 
••December  3rd"  should  be  corrected. 

THE  MONITOR!  '  Slight  correction!  The  English 
Is  correctly  translated.  The  Japanese  copy  has  the 
mistake  In  It.  Where  It  says  "December  3"  on  page  ten,| 
the  end  of  the  first  paragraph,  "December  3">  that  In 
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Japanese  has  "December  6."  The  witness  asked  for  a 

correction  on  that. 

Q  Any  further  corrections? 

A  That  Is  all. 

Q  Is  the  affidavit  now  true  and  correct? 

A  Yes. 


-  - 
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MR.  ROBERTS:  We  offer  in  evidence  defense 

document  No.  1976. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Mr.  Tavonner.  . 

MR.  TAVENNER:  If  the  Tribunal  please,  your 
attention  is  called  to  page  2,  paragraph  numbered  3, 
and  especially  the  last  sentence  in  that  paragraph. 
Objection  is  made  on  the  ground  that  it  contains 
statements  of  opinions  and  conclusion,  which  should 
be  rejected.  That  pertains  only  to  the  one  paragraph 
under  item  3. 

I  now  refer  to  page  4,  at  the  top  .of  the 
page,  the  paragraph  beginning  near  the  top  of  the  page, 
the  paragraph ' beginning  with  the  words,  "If  it  was 
taken,"  and  the  succeeding  paragraph  beginning  with 
the  words,  "Against  this  line  of  thought,"  constitutes 
a  statement  of  different  situations  or  hypothetical 
problems  that  could  have  arisen  in  connection  with  the 
strategical  planning  of  the  attack  on  Pearl  Harbor. 

These  two  paragraphs,  we  contend,  should  be 
rejected  in  that  they  are  not  directed  to  any  issues 
in  the  case. 

In  addition,  an  effort  is  made  in  the  second 
line  of  the  second  paragraph  to  assert  a  conclusion 
which  is  objectionable,  for  that  additional  reason, 
relating  to  the  mandated  islands. 
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THE  PRESIDENT:  Where  is  that,  Mr,  Tavermer? 

MR.  TAVENNER:  The  second  line  of  the  second 
paragraph  that  was  Just  referred  to.  The  paragraph 
begins,  "Against  this  line  of  thought."  The  language  — 
I  believe  the  paragraph  is  marked  6.  It  was  indistinct 
on  my  copy.  On  page  4  —  ! 

,  THE  PRESIDENT:  It  is  open  to  these  people 

to  tell  us  what  opinions  the  Japanese  Navy  actually 
entertained,  in  other  words,  what  actuated  them  in 
doing  what  they' did.  It  would  not  be  usurping  our  j 

functions  to  tell  us  what  the  Japanese  Navy  thought 

i 

as  a  matter  of  fact  and  why  they  acted  as  they  did.  j 
Is  he  doing  more  than  that  in  this  affidavit? 

MR.  TAVENNER:  My  main  objection  to  these  two 
paragraphs  was  not  on  the  basis  of  conclusions  or 
opinion.  However,  I  do  think  it  is  to  this  particular 
point  he  does  attempt  to  assert  as  a  fact  a  conclusion 
which  he  has  reached.  This  is  something  more  than 
Just  a  mere  statement  of  what  they  relied  upon.  This  I 
is  a  statement  of  fact  or  a  conclusion  relating  to  a 
matter  that  is  peculiarly  within  their  knowledge,  that 
is,  within  the  kiiowledge  possibly  of  certain  other 
persons  but  not  of  the  person  that  is  speaking  here. 

My  main  objection  .to  these  two  paragraphs  is 
the. fact  that  they  relate  to  matters  that  generally  — 
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which  go  into  th«  detail  of  problems  with  which  they 
were  confronted  in  the  strategic  planning  of  the 
attack  on  Pearl  Harbor. 

I  desire  to  call  the  Tribunal's  attention  to 
the  last  paragraph  beginning  on  page  9  and  extending 
down  to  Item  14  on  page  10.  Here  certain  fleet 
orders  are  referred  to  which  are  already  In  evidence  ' 
and  an  effort  Is  made  to  construe  the  meaning  of 
those  fleet  orders.  It  Is  argumentative  and,  we  think, 
should  be  objected  to. 

Then,  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Tribunal  to  the  paragraph  numbered  I6  on  page  11, 
referring  to  the  possibility  of  discovery  by  the 
United  States,  all  of  which  is  Immaterial  to  any 
Issue,  and  the  last  paragraph  consisting  of  four  lines 
Is  objected  to  as  stating  a  conclusion. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Well,  we  do  not  want  to  hear 
Mr.  Roberts. 

We  are  all  of  an  opinion  that  these  objec¬ 
tions  are,  to  say  the  least,  very,  very  technical  and 
we  should  not  entertain  them. 

The  objections  are  overruled  and  the  document 
admitted  on  the  usual  terms. 

CLERK  OF  THE  COURT:  Defense  dociunent  1976 
will  receive  defense  exhibit  No.  3007* 
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(Whereupon,  the  document  above  j 

referred  to  was  marked  defense  exhibit 
No.  3007  and  received  in  evidence,) 

MR,  ROBERTS:  I  read  exhibit  3007* 

“My  name  is  Tatsuklchl  MIYO  and  I  was  former¬ 
ly  a  captain  in  the  Japanese  Navy.  I  served  in  Section 
One  (Operations  Section)  of  the  Naval  General  Staff  ! 

from  1  November  1939  until  27  December  1942.  At  that 
time  I  held  the  rank  of  Conanander.  During  this  period 
of  service  I  was  placed  in  charge  of  air  operations  | 

and  took  part  in  the  planning  of  the  Pearl  Harbor 
Operation  as  well  as  other  operations  in  the  Pacific 
War.  My  assignment  Involved  coordinating  work  between 

the  General  Staff  and  the  Combined  Fleet. 

”1.  The  Pearl  Harbor  Attack  was  decided  upon 
only  a  short  time  before  the  outbreak  of  war.  A  study 
of  the  circumstances  related  to  the  planning  and  pre¬ 
paration  thereof  will  reveal  when  it  was  originated. 

"2.  Around  may  1941,  the  Headquarters  of  the 
Combined  Fleet  submitted  to  the  General  Staff  a  plan  of 
operations  to  cope  with  the  possibility  of  our  being 
drawn  into  a  war  with  the  United  States.  This  plan 
was  based  upon  the  assumption  that  the  United  States 
Fleets  would  be  anchored  at  Hawaii  and  that  our  fleet 
i  could  deal  an  initial  blow  against  it  through  the  medium 
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Of  an  air  raid  by  carrier  borne  pianos.  This  whole 
idea  was  a  radical  departure  from  the  plans  of  aaval 
defense  hitherto  designed  by  the  Naval  General  Staff. 
Since  it  was  a  venturesome  plan,  the  Naval  General 
Staff  viewed  it  with  great  scepticism  and  little 
interest. 

"Among  some  of  the  grounds  that  made  the 
project  appear  definitely  impractical  was  the  fact 
that  our  air  strength  was  not  adequate j  the  degree  of 
secrecy  for  such  an  operation  would  be  difficult  to 
maintain;  the  fact  that  the  United  States  Fleet  might 
not  be  in  Pearl  Harbor  at  the  time  designated  for  the 
attack,  and  the  difficulty  in  securing  proper  intelli¬ 
gence  for  the  execution  of  such  operation.  In  addition 
to  these,  at  that  time  both  the  Army  and  Navy  Supreme 
Headquarters  were  in  complete  accord  on  the  opinion 
that  the  Slno-Japanese  conflict  must  be  brought  to  a 
speedy  conclusion  and  that  all  other  matters  pertain¬ 
ing  to  national  policies  in  the  Southern  Regions  and 
elsewhere  should  be  left  to  the  diplomatic  represent¬ 
atives  of  our  government  for  solution. 

"Iforeover,  the  Navy  at  that  time  felt  strong¬ 
ly  that  war  with  the  United  States  could  be  averted. 

Such  being  the  case,  as  said  before,  the  Naval  General 
Staff  considered  the  Pearl  Harbor  Attack  Plan  a  fanciful] 
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thing  and  did  not  take  it  seriously.  In  view  of  this 
opinion  of  the  Naval  General  Staff,  the  Headquarters 
of  the  Combined  Fleet,  in  turn,  did  not  press  the  sub¬ 
ject  further. 

"3.  However  in  July  of  1941,  the  United 
States,  Britain  and  the  Netherlands  took  severe  eco¬ 
nomic  steps  toward  Japan  with  the  result  that  the  oil 
supply  of  the  country  was  shut  off.  Paralleling  these 
measures,  we  had  had  knowledge  of  United  States,  Britaii 
and  Netherlands  war  preparations  designated  against 
Japan.  And  the  conception  of  matters  at  that  time  in 
the  Navy  was  that  Japan  was  steadily  being  encircled. 

"The  Navy,  charged  with  the  primary  duty  of 
national  defense  in  the  Pacific,  faced  a  situation 
which  could  not  be  complacently  Ignored.  Some  time  in  ‘ 
September,  and  in  view  of  the  then  existing  conditions, 
my  colleagues  and  I  in  the  General  Staff  received  orders 
from  our  superiors  to  begin  making  preparations  for 
formulating  potential  plans  of  operation  against  the 
United  States,  Britain  and  the  Netherlands.  Approximate 
ly  in  the  early  part  of  September,  Headquarters  of  the 
Combined  Fleet  resubmitted  an  opinion  of  the  General 
Staff  that  an  air  attack  against  the  United  States  Fleel 
at  Hawaii  was  a  requisite  operation  in  the  event  of 
war.  They  also  notified  us  that  this  plan  was 


I 


1 


MIYO 


DIRECT 


26,713 


scheduled  to  be  studied  at  one  of  the  regular  chart 
maneuvers  of  the  Navy  to  be  held  some  time  In  the 
middle  of  September  with  key  personnel  of  the  Fleet 
as  the  participants.  Whereupon  the  Naval  General 
Staff  agreed  that  if  the  result  of  the  chart  maneuvers 
wore  found  successful  the  Hawaii  Operation  would  be 
taken  into  consideration  and  studied. 

"4.  After  the  maneuver,  opinions  were  ex¬ 
changed  between  the  Naval  General  Staff,  Headquarters 
of  the  Combined  Fleet  and  Headquarters  of  the  First 
Air  Force  Fleet  as  to  whether  or  not  the  plan  was 
plausible.  A  recognition  of  serious  difficulties  in 
the  execution  of  the  plan,  from  a  technical  viewpoint, 
resulted  from  this  discussion.  The  First  Air  Force 
Fleet,  which  would  have  to  take  the  most  active  role  • 
in  the  attack,  opposed  the  plan.  The  Naval  General 
Staff  also  was  opposed  to  It,  It  was  then  decided  to 
make  further  studies  of  the  matter.  Therefore,  even 
at  this  time,  there  was  no  plan  acceptable  by  the  High 
Command  directed  at  attacking  the  United  States  Fleet 
If  the  Navy  was  called  upon  In  the  event  of  war." 

THE  PRESIDENT:  This  Is  a  convenient  break. 

We  will  adjourn  for  fifteen  minutes. 

(Whereupon,  at  1445,  a  recess  was 
_ taken  until  1500,  after  which  the  proceedings 
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MARSHAL  OF  THE  COURT i  The  laternatlonal 
Military  Tribunal  for  the  Par  East  la  now  resumed. 

THE  PRESIDENT t  Mr.  Roberta. 

MR.  ROBERTS:  (Reading)  **5*  The  Head¬ 
quarters  of  the  First  Air  Fleet  later  reversed  their 
former  opinion  and  around  the  latter  part  of  Sep¬ 
tember  1941,  Captain  KUROSHIMA,  Staff  Officer  of  the 
Combined  Fleet,  came  to  the  NavAl  General  Staff  and 
there  stated  the  strong  opinion  of  the  Commander  in 
Chief  Admiral  YAMAMOTO  In  favor  of  the  plan.  The 
effect  of  this  opinion  was  that  the  attack  against 
Pearl  Harbor  was  the  only  hope  of  successfully  con¬ 
ducting  naval  operations  against  the  United  States. 

It  was  there  pointed  out  by  the  General  Staff  that 
In  the  event  of  war  it  would  bo  necessary  for  Japan 
to  secure  the  main  areas  of  the  southern  regions  such 
as  the  Philippines,  Netherlands  Indies,  Malaya,  etc. 
at  an  early  date  from  the  standpoint  of  self -exis¬ 
tence  and  self -protection.  It  was  recognized  that 
in  the  face  of  the  steadily  Increasing  military  and 
naval  preparedness  of  the  United  States,  Britain 
and  the  Netherlands,  a  Japanese  attempt  to  secure 
the  southern  regions  would  be  difficult  of  attain¬ 
ment,  even  If  virtually  all  of  our  air  strength  was 
used  in  such  operation. 
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U/IRSHAL  OP  THE  COURT  t  The  laternetional 
Military  Tribunal  for  the  Par  Bast  is  now  resumed. 

THE  PRESIDENT t  Mr.  Roberts. 

MR.  ROBERTS!  (Reading)  '*5.  The  Head¬ 
quarters  of  the  First  Air  Fleet  later  reversed  their 
former  opinion  and  around  the  latter  part  of  Sep¬ 
tember  194-1,  Captain  KUROSHIMA,  Staff  Officer  of  the 
Combined  Fleet,  came  to  the  Naval  General  Staff  and 
there  stated  the  strong  opinion  of  the  Commander  in 
Chief  Admiral  YAMAMOTO  in  favor  of  the  plan.  The 
effect  of  this  opinion  was  that  the  attack  against 
Pearl  Harbor  was  the  only  hope  of  successfully  con¬ 
ducting  naval  operations  against  the  United  States. 

It  was  there  pointed  out  by  the  General  Staff  that 
in  the  event  of  war  it  would  be  necessary  for  Japan 
to  secure  the  main  areas  of  the  southern  regions  such 
as  the  Philippines,  Netherlands  Indies,  Malaya,  etc. 
at  an  early  date  from  the  standpoint  of  self-exis¬ 
tence  and  self -protection.  It  was  recognized  that 
in  the  face  of  the  steadily  increasing  military  and 
naval  preparedness  of  the  United  States,  Britain 
and  the  Netherlands,  a  Japanese  attempt  to  secure 
the  southern  regions  would  be  difficult  of  attain¬ 
ment,  even  if  virtually  all  of  our  air  strength  was 
used  in  such  operation. 
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"If  it  was  taken  Into  consideration  that 
our  air  power  would  have  to  be  divided  if  the  Hawaii 
Operation  was  to  take  place,  a  very  difficult 
situation  would  arise.  Furthermore,  since  a  large 
portion  of  the  Fleet  would  be  involved  in  the  attack 
on  Hawaii,  it  was  evident  that  a  blunder  at  th6  very 
outset  of  the  war  would  be  disastrous.  It  was  sug¬ 
gested  that  the  unprotected  Mandated  Islands  should 
be  defended  with  what  available  force  there* was, 
based  upon  a  plan  that  in  the  event  the  United 
States  Fleet  attacked  us  in  the  midst  of  our  south¬ 
ern  operations,  the  Southern  Region  Operation 
Forces  could  be  diverted  to  meet  it.  In  other 
words,  the  more  advantageous  use  of  our  forces  would 
be  to  concentrate  the  main  strength  in  the  southern 
region  operations  at  the  outset  and  to  sioash  the 
bulk  of  the  enemy ‘strength  in  that  area  as  quickly 
as  possible:  Thereafter,  to  shift  the  greater  part 
of  our.  naval  air  strength  to  preparation  for  counter¬ 
attack  operations  against  the  United  States  Fleet. 

"6«  Igalnat  this  lino  of  thought,  tho  Head¬ 
quarters  of  the  Combined  Fleet  maintained  that  sin^e 
the  Mandated  Islands  were  unprotected,  even  if  the 
Southern  Region  Operation  Forces  were  diverted  to 
meet  the  United  States  Forces  in  the  event  of  an 
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Invasion,  It  might  be  unavailing  and  the  Islands 
would  easily  be  occupied  by  American  forces.  If 
this  occurred  the  Mandated  Areas  would  be  occupied 
one  after  another  and  the  line  of  communication 
between  Japan  proper  and  the  Southern  Reglop  areas 
would  be  severed.  Therefore  It  was  deemed  vital 
to  stop  the  United  States  Fleet  before  It  commenced 
offensive  operations  against  Japan. 

"The  execution  of  the  Hawaii  Operation 
Plan  was  so  strongly  advanced  by  Commander  In  Chief 
YAMAMOTO  that  he  threatened  to  resign  If  It  was  not 
accepted.  Therefore,  In  view  of  this  set  of  facts 
as  well  as  other  arguments,  the  Naval  General  Staff 
was  compelled  to  give  tentative  consent  to  complete 
study  of  the  project. 

"7.  The  aircraft  carrier  forces  taking 
part  In  the  Pearl  Harbor  Attack  were  formulated  as 
follows : 

"On  September  25th  the  aircraft  carrier 
ZUIKAKU  v/as  completed  and  commissioned  and  together 
with  the  aircraft  carrier  SHOKAKU,  completed  In 
early  August,  made  up  the  Fifth  Air  Force  Squadron. 
This  squadron  was  assigned  to  the  First  Air  Force 
Fleet.  The  aircraft  carrier  strength  of  the  First 
Fleet  was  then  as  follows t 
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•'First  Air  Force  S^ua^Fon  -  compoitifl  of 


AKAGI  and  KAGA. 

"Second  Air  Force  Squadron  -  composed  of 
the  SORYU  and  HIRYU. 

"Fourth  Air  Force  Squadron  -  composed  of 

« 

the  RYUJO  and  a  merchant  ship  which  had  been  con¬ 
verted  from  the  KASUOA  UARU* 

"Fifth  tir  Force  Squadron  -  composed  of  the 

ZUIKAKU  and  SHOKAKU. 

"The  aircraft  carriers  of  the  Fourth  Air 
Force  Squadron  were  small  ships  of  low  speed  and 
short  radius  of  action.  Furthermore,  they  were 
capable  of  carrying  only  a  small  number  of  old  type 
planes  and  were  unfit  for  the* Hawaii  Operation  which 
more  than  taxed  the  cruising  capacity  of  the  new 

I 

carriers. 

•  « 

^  "8.  Again,  the  air  crew  personnel  and  air¬ 
planes  on  each  of  the  above-mentioned  carriers  was 
far  less  than, the  prescribed  number  fixed  for  war 

I 

time  operations.  • 

'•The  Headquarters  of  the  Combined  Fleet  re¬ 
quested  that  the  air  crew  personnel  of  the  Fourth 

Air  Squadron  be  diverted  to  fill  vacancies  existing 

i 

in  the  First  and  Second  Air  Force- Squadrons.  They 
also  requested  that  trained  aviators  with  aircraft 
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carrier  experience  be  supplied  from  the  Flying  Corps 
ashore  for  the  Fifth  Air  Force  Squadron,  together 
with  the  request  that  an  increase  in  the  number  of 
carrier  borne  planes  to  estimated  war  time  standards 

be  made. 

•*In  order  to  provide  trained  personnel  from 
shore  flying  units  it  was  necessary  to  use  instructor 
personnel  of  Naval  Air  Corps  training  units.  This 
created  an  additional  problem  since  the  then  exist¬ 
ing  conditions  were  that,  even  with  the  number  of 
flying  instructors  on  hand  at  that  time,  we  were 
lacking  sufficient  instructors  to  meet  the  demand  of 
training  badly  needed  new  pilots.  However,  because 
of  the  Insistence  of  the  Commander  in  Chief  this 
request  could  not  be  denied  although  the  central 
authorities  exhibited  great  reluctance  in  complying 
with  it  since  it  greatly  affected  the  plan  to  train 
an  increased  number  of  air  crew  personnel. 

"The  air  crew  members  mobilized  through  the 
above-mentioned  measures  were  assembled  in  the  middle 
of  October.  Only  one  month  was  allowed  for  their 
warming  up  before  the  date  of  departure  from  the  home 
ports  for  Hawaii  in  the  middle  of  November.  This 
hurried  training  inevitably  restricted  the  personnel 
to  daylight  attack  tactics  as  well  as  daylight  landing 
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,  and  take-off  practice  from  the  carriers  and  Is  respon 

2  slble  for  the  fact  that  the  air  force  units  conduct- 

1 

3  Ing  the  attack  against  Pearl  Harbor  had  to  avoid 
A  night  operations  and  take-off  after  daybreak. 

5  i  ••9,  The  question  of  extending  the  radius 

6  of  action  of  the  aircraft  carriers  was  Important. 

7  Due  to  the  established  Japanese  naval  policy,  our 
c  warships  were  so  constructed  that  their  cruising 

9  I  ranges  were  limited  to  our  own  waters  and  were  far 
10  ‘  shorter  than  the  cruising  range  of  warships  of  the 


”  I 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16  I 

1 

17  ! 

I 

I 

18  ^ 

19  i 
2U  I 
21 

I 

22  J 

24  I 

25  ! 


United  States.  For  that  reason,  three  carriers  -  l 

namely,  the  AKAGI,  SORYU  and  HIRYU  -  out  of  the  six  j 

aircraft  carriers  taking  part  in  the  Hawaii  Opera¬ 
tion  did  not  have  sufficient  radius  of  action. 

”As  is  well  known  to  all  navigators,  during 
the  winter  a  strong  northeasterly  monsoon  ranges  over 
the  Northern  Pacific  Ocean  with  accompanying  rough 
seas.  The  serious  problem  of  how  to  refuel  our  1 

vessels  under  these  conditions  presented  itself. 

After  considerable  study  it  was  decided  to  carry 
fuel  even  in  the  double  bottom  of  each  vessel  and  to 
also  load  fuel  drums  in  every  available  space  aboard 
ship.  By  those  extra  loadings  we  felt  that  the  Fleet 
could  operate  so  as  to  return  near  the  area  of  the 
160°  East  Longitude  line,  oven  if  refueling  on  the 
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way  became  Impossible. 

"10.  There  was  another  problem  Involved 
in  the  use  of  aerial  torpedoes.  Previously,  In  order 
to  secure  dead  accuracy  In  attacking  warships  with 
aircraft  borne  torpedoes,  It  was  necessary  not  only 
to  open  fire  at  sufficiently  close  range  but  also  to 
make  certain  that  the  torpedoes  did  not  pass  under 
the  target. 

"To  answer  these  technical  requirements, 
research  studies  had  been  started  around  1939  rela¬ 
tive  to  the  use  of  aerial  torpedoes  against  ships  at 
sea.  However,  satisfactory  results  were  not  obtained 
until  the  Yokosuka  Naval  Air  Corps  and  the  Aero¬ 
nautical  Technical  Department  discovered  that  the 
torpedo  could  be  kept  from  submerging  too  deeply  In 
the  water  by  attaching  a  special  balancing  Instru¬ 
ment.  This  was  In  September  19^1. 

"These  studies  had  not  been  made  with  the 
purpose  In  mind  of  attacking  Pearl  Harbor*  The 
shallow  waters  of  that  area  Introduced  a  new  problem 
which  Involved  the  use  of  an  aerial  torpedo  with 
even  a  more  shallow  water  approach  than  had  been 
studied  In  past  experiments.  Thereafter,  hurried 
research  and  experiments  for  this  purpose  were  com- 

t 

mencod  early  In  October.  The  work  of  remodeling .the 
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torpedoes  and  equipping  them  with  new  bolanclng 
Instruments  was  not  completed  before  the  aircraft 
carriers  loft  port  to  rendezvous  at  Hitokappu  Bay* 

"Other  witnesses  will  testify  more  speci¬ 
fically  as  to  these  matters  and  will  deal  with  the 
further  hurried  preparations  that  took  piece. 

"11.  The  Imperial  Navy,  \7lth  the  hope  of 
restoring  peace  to  the  Orient  as  soon  as  possible, 
was  exerting  her  efforts  for  the  speedy  settlem  nt 
of  the  China  Incident*  With  this  object  In  vlev; 
the  11th  Air  Force  Fleet,  consisting  of  base  air 
force  units,  had  been  diverted  for  operations  In 
China • 

"However,  when  war  clouds  hung  low  over 
the  Pacific  Ocean  In  early  September,  the  11th  Air 
Force  Fleet  was  recalled  to  Japan  to  practice  pre¬ 
paration  training  to  cope  with  new  problems. 

"The  operation  In  China  conducted  by  the 
above-mentioned  fleet  had  been  mainly  of  bombing 
land  targets  as  well  as  aerial  combat.  Therefore, 

In  order  to  prepare  for  operations  Inherent  to  the 
naval  air  force,  the  personnel  of  the  Fleet  had  to 
be  trained  anew  In  such  vital  tactics  as  the  bombing 
of  mobile  vessels,  torpedo  attacks,  scoutlngs  and 
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reconnedBsance,  aorlal  navigation,  night  flying,  etc 
Such  trainings  v/ere  not  only  important  but  required 
considerable  time.  To  acquire  necessary  standards, 
even  highly  experienced  fliers  were  required  to  en¬ 
dure  long  hoiffa  of  renewed  rigid  training. 
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"It  took  practically  a  whole  month  for  the 
ground  crew  together  with  air  base  equipments  to  i7ith** 
drew  from  Chine  to  home  bases*  On  top  of  that,  it 
required  elmost  another  whole  month  for  them  to  com¬ 
plete  various  prepprations  for  proceeding  to  new  bases 
where  they  were  to  await  orders  for  next  operations* 

Such  being  the  case,  the  period  for  the  shore  based  I 

flying  units  to  go  through  c  strenuous  preparation 
training  was  limite-d  to  one  month  or  so*  Due  to  this  j 

lock  of  training  various  problems  arose.  The  follow-  ' 

ing  is  a  striking  example  of  iti 

"According  to  the  original  plan  of  the  Naval  j 
General  Staff,  the  fighter  planes  assigned  to  the  Phil¬ 
ippines  operation  wore  to  take  off  from  aircraft  car-  j 
riers  due  to  their  short  cruising  radius  of  action,  j 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  however,  there  was  not  sufficient  j 
time  to  be  spared  for  practicing  take-off  from  and  land-j 

I 

ing  on  aircraft  carriers.  Therefore,  in  the  field  forcejs 
a  special  study  and  training  was  introduced  in  order  to 
lessen  the  rate  of  fuel  consumption  of  these  fighter 
planes.  At  the  same  time  the  Fleet  Headquarters  mod-  • 
Ified  the  central  authorities  plan  so  that  fighter  j 
planes  would  load  ns  much  fuel  ns  possible  and  operate 
directly  from  land  bases  in  Formosa.  In  case  some 
pianos  v/ould  be  forced  to  land  on  the  way  due  to  lack 
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of  fuel,  rescue  menns  were  to  bo  urdo  by  the  Fleet* 

"As  the  rbove  fighter  plcncs  hrd  to  lop.vo  Forn- 
osQ  before  devm  they  hrd  to  practice  night  flying.  To 
raeet  this  requirement  the  Air  Fleet  forces  v/ere  forced 
to  suspend  the  trrlnlng  of  less  experienced  filers  end 
concentre te  oil  available  time  and  material  upon  the 
training  of  experienced  filers.  As  a  result,  the  Inex¬ 
perienced  aircrew  members  could  not  fly  until  the  sou¬ 
thern  area  operations  reached  n  definite  stage,  while 
on  the  other  hand,  the  experienced  filers,  whose  number 
were  naturally  limited,  became  almost  exhausted  In  tak¬ 
ing  port  In  continuous  operations  dey  after  day. 

"12.  The  Navy  was  further  unprepared  for  war 
os  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  the  Air  Base  Construction 
Corps  was  not  organized  until  the  probability  of  war 
become  Imminent  In  November,  The  Navy  Ministry  did 
not  consent  to  the  request  of  the  Naval  General  Staff 
regarding  the  draft  ond  organization  of  the  Construc¬ 
tion  Corps  until  too  late  to  properly  train  them. 
Consequently,  conditions  were  such  thot  this  construc¬ 
tion  corps  boarded  ship  v/lth  practically  no  training 
just  before  the  outbrerk  of  war.  They  lacked  necessary 
mcchlnery  and  other  equipment  required  for  hurried  con¬ 
struction  of  air  bases  and  met  with  Innumerable  dlffl- 
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•’IB.  Tho  Chief  of  Naval  General  Staff  Issued  ' 
an  Iicperlcl  Heodquerters  Naval  Directive  Number  5*  on 
21  November  1941,  This  directive  hrs  been  destroyed  | 
by  fire  but  hes  boen  reconstructed  from  memory  and  it  | 
road  as  follotvsi  | 

I 

'"The  Commnnder-ln-Chlef  of  the  Combined  Fleet 
shall  imnedirtely  recall  sll  operating  forces  under  its 
command  and  return  home  if  tho  United  States-Japenese  : 

negotiations  reach  an  sgreemont*'  { 

I 

"Again,  vdien  Commander-in-Chlef  YAliAii^TO  visit-  ' 
ed  Tokyo  on  2  December  1941  to  say  words  of  farewell. 
Admiral  ITO,  now  dead,  but  then  Deputy  Chief  of  Naval 
General  Staff,  told  me  that  Admiral  NAGANO  verbally 
Instructed  YAuAl^OTO  as  follows! 

'"If  the  United  States-Japanese  negotiations 
become  certain  of  reaching  an  cmlcoble  settlement  bo- 
fore  the  opening  of  hostilities,  all  forces  under  tho 
Combined  Fleet  will  bo  recalled  from  deployment  to  bo 
returned  home,' 

"It  was  a^lso  stated  in  Combined  Fleet  Order 
Number  1  that  in  the  event  a  greet  change  is  observed 
in  the  situation,  Preparedness  Status  Number  2  may  be 
retracted  to  Preparedness  Status  Number  1,  'A  groat 
change  in  the  situation' ,  thought  needless  to  explain, 
refers  ,  to  tha United  Sta^tea-Japancae  negotiations. 
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That  •Preparedness  Status  Number  2  may  be  retracted  to  j 
Preparedness  Status  Number  1’  meant  the  retirement  of 
the  Fleet  Forces  to  waiting  positions  from  the  operation¬ 
al  theaters  of  opening  hostilities  to  woltlng  positions  j 
as  was  shown  in  Fleet  Order  Number  One,  Consequently, 
our  novel  forces  were  so  arranged  that  in  the  event  of 
a  great  change  in  the  situation,  such  os  on  amicable 
settlement  of  problems  between  the  United  States  and 
Japan,  they  would  be  able  to  return  to  Preparedness 
Status  Number  1,  That  is,  the  Task  Force  would  retire 
to  the  waiting  position  of  the  evening  of  December  3rd, 
which  was  42°  North  latitude,  170®  West  longitude. 
Preparedness  Status  Number  2  took  effect  when  the  Task 
Force  moved  into  Hawaiian  waters  after  December  3rd,  194!1|, 

•'Further,  the  Combined  Fleet  Order  doted  22 
November  stipulated  that  the  'Task  Force  Group  shall 
operate  so  that  immediate  recall  from  deployment  bo  ^ 
possible  if  negotiations  with  the  United  States  reach 
o  settlement,' 

"Paragraph  4  of  the  Task  Force  Group  Order 

j 

Number  1,  dated  23  November  soldi  'Depending  upon  cir- 
cumstonces,  operotlons  may  be  suspended  in  the  midst  of 
the  trip  and  this  group  ncybe  made  to  return  to  HltokappU 
Bey,  Hokkaido  or  I«iutsu  Bay  area,'  I 

"14,  After  the  Task  Force  left  Japan,  weather  fore-i 
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OGsts  and  various  lnforinrtJ.on  wos  sent  to  then  fron 
the  General  Staff*  I  vras  chief  ossigned  to  the  drafts 
Ing  of  such  Inforoetlon.  As  I  recall,  It  was  on  the 
evening  of  Decenber  6th  when  Operations  Section  Chief 
Captain  TOUIOKA  spoke  to  ne  and  saldi  'The  Task  Force 
Group  proceeding  toward  Hawoll  nay  be  under  great  stroin 
because  of  Its  belief  thot  It  may  be  ordered  to  return 
at  any  noment.  As  the  situation  stonds  at  present  It 
cnn  bo  said  there  Is  no  prospect  of  negotiations  be¬ 
tween  the  United  Stotes  ond  Japan  reaching  an  omlcable 
settlement,  so  we  had  better  advise  then  of  this  fact*' 

"Therefore,  I  odded  this  sentence  to  the  tele¬ 
gram  I  was  drafting  at  this  timet  'Mo  hope  Is  In  sight 
of  United  States-Japanose  negotiations  reaching  peaceful 
settlement* ' 

"I  Inter  learned  from  Rear  Admiral  KUSAKA,  then 
Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Tosk  Force  Group,  that  they  were 
considerably  worried  about  receiving  such  a  message  too 
late  to  be  effective,  and  because  of  the  distance  Involv¬ 
ed  were  alarmed  that  they  may  not  receive  It  at  all* 

"15*  The  submarines  participating  in  the 
Hawaiian  Operation  were  ordered  to  refroln  from  attack 
until  they  knew  the  acrid  offensive  had  been  launched* 
The  sole  reason  for  the  above  order  was  the  possibil¬ 
ity  of  the  submerged  submarines  missing  reception  of 


I 


UIYO 


DIRBCT 


26,729 


of  the  telegran  ordering  cossetlon  of  operations  because 

of  success  in  the  negotlrtlons  at  the  lost  ulnute* 

''l6,  Wc  did  not  expect  thot  our  operation  * 

against  Pearl  Harbor  would  be  entirely  undetected  by 

the  United  Stetes  Forces.  Rather,  we  anticipated  thot  1 

there  was  e  great  possibility  of  being  detected  ot  least 

30  or  40  ninutes  before  attack.  Our  submarines  wore  to  .'jj 

* 

reach  the  waters  near  Hawaii  one  doy  before  the  sched-  - ■ 

ulod  attack  in  order  to  observe.  Wc  thought  it  to  bo  ^  ^ 

entirely  possible  that  they  night  be  discovered  or  do-  I  ‘  ^ 
tcctod  prior  to  the  air  attock.  In  fact  I  later  learned  I 
that  one  midget  submarine  was  discovered  and  sunk  one  j 
hour  before  the  operation  started.  Wo  Judged  that  prob- 

■  -i .  ^  -t" 

abilities  wore  roughly  90^  that  rednr  equlpnont  had  been  ^ 
installed  at  Hawaii  and  that,  if  so,  our  elr  force 
units  would  surely  be  detected  at  least  30  or  40  minutes 
before  arriving  over  their  target.  Scouting  sea  planes  1/^ 

' I .  .  f 

were  also  scheduled  to  operate  in  the  vicinity  of  Hawaii 
approxiurtely  30  ninutes  ahead  of  the  attacking  air 
units.  If  the  two  sea  pianos  should  be  caught  by  radar 
we  thought  it  possible  the  detection  of  our  planes  would 
be  made  more  than  an  hour  before  the  opening  of  our 
attack.  And,  if  detected  by  visual  means,  the  attack-  1 
Ing  attempt  would  be  discovered  at  least  30  ninutes 


before  the  attack. 
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"It  was  always  our  flrn  conviction  that  all 
necessary  diplomatic  steps  preceding  hostilities 
would  bo  taken  by  the  proper  authorities.  We  fully 
expected  that  before  hostllitlos  conmenced  the  United 
States  would  know  a  state  of  war  existed  with  Japan* 
"Sworn  to  on  the  30th  of  June,  19^7.” 

You  may  exanine* 

THE  PRESIDENTS  Ur*  Tavenner* 

UR.  TAVENNERs  There  will  be  no  cross-examin¬ 
ation,  if  the  Tribunal  please* 

UR.  ROBERTS!  Uay  the  witness  be  excused  on 

the  usual  terms? 

THE  PRESIDENTS  Witness  is  excused  accordingly* 
(Whereupon,  the  witness  was  excused*) 

UR.  ROBERTS!  We  call  as  our  next  witness 
Ultsuo  FUCHIDA* 
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UITSUO  FUCHIDA,  Called  as  a  witness  In 
behalf  of  the  defense,  being  first  duly  sworn, 
testified  through  Japanese  interpreters  as 


follows} 


BY  IJt.  ROBERTS! 


DIRECT  EXAillNATION 


Q  Please  state  your  naoe  and  address* 

A  t?y  nane  is  MITSUO  FUCHIDA,  and  cy  address  is 
365  Tnhara  Uoto-Cho,  Shlkl-Gun,  Nerr  Prefecture. 

m,  ROBERTS*  May  the  witness  be  shown  defense 

document  No.  1982? 

(Whereupon  a  document  is  shown  to 

the  witness*) 

Q  Please  examine  this  document  and  tell  us  wheth¬ 
er  it  is  your  sworn  affidavit* 

A  This  is  my  affidavit. 

Q  Is  it  true  and  correct? 

A  Yes* 

UR.  ROBERTS*  I  offer  in  evidence  defense  doc¬ 
ument  No.  1982. 

THE  PRESIDENT*  Admitted  on  the  usual  terms. 
CLERK  OF  THE  COURT*  Defense  document  No.  1982 
will  receive  Exhibit  Number  3008; 

(Whereupon,  the  document  above  re¬ 
ferred  to  was  marked  defense  Exhibit  No*  3OO8 
_ and  received  in  evidence.)  _ 
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UR.  ROBERTS I  I  road  Exhibit  No.  30081 
"1.  Uy  nniso  is  Uitsuo  FUCHIDA.  I  forcorly 
was  a  captain  in  the  Imperial  Japanese  Navy.  I  oobh 
ccnded  the  First  Air  Attack  Unit  participating  in  the 
raid  on  Pearl  Harbor,  December  6,  1941. 

"On  the  25th  of  August  1941  an  order  was  re¬ 
ceived  for  qy  transfer  fron  the  post  of  Staff  Officer 
of  the  Third  Air  Squadron  to  that  of  Chief  Flifht 
Officer  of  the  Aircraft  Carrier  /JCAGI.  A  few  days  later 
I  reported  for  duty  aboard  the  I'JCAOI  at  Yokosuka. 

"At  that  time  the  AKAGl  was  the  Flagship  of 
the  First  Air  Fleet  and  the  CoLsnander-ln-Chlef  was 
Vice-Adniral  NAGUISO.  The  First  Air  Fleet  was  then 
composed  of  the  carriers  AKAGl  and  KAGA  (First  Air 
Squadron)  and  the  SORYU  and  HIRYU  (Second  Air  Squad¬ 
ron.) 

"2.  After  taking  over  the  post  of  Chief 
Flight  Officer  of  the  First  Air  Fleet  and  ordered  to 
take  charge  of  the  combined  training  of  all  the  air 
corps  aboard  the  above  mentioned  four  aircraft  carri¬ 
ers,  os  well  ns  to  assume  unified  conrend  of  the  air 
force  when  it  should  be  organized i 

"Up  to  that  time,  there  had  been  a  tendency 
to  carry  out  air  training  of  the  fleets  in  respect  to 
individual  carriers,  with  the  result  that  the  over-all 
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strength  of  the  group  had  not  been  adequately  brought 
out.  It  was  decided  at  this  point  to  place  special 
emphasis  upon  the  group  training  and  unified  command 
of  all  the  air  corps  attached  to  the  First  Air  Fleet; 
hence,  the  above  order  Issued  to  me  in  my  position  as 
Senior  Chief  Flight  officer  of  the  Fleet. 
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"Koft  of  the  air  corps  then  attached  to  the 
First  Air  Fleet  were  distributed  for  training  pur¬ 
poses  among  several  bases  located  In  southern 
Kyushu. 

"I  carried  on  my  training  duties  at  the 
Kagoshima  Base  and  at  that  time  neither  I  nor  any  of 
the  other  members  of  the  flying  corps  even  knew  that 
the  Idea  of  the  attack  on  Pearl  Harbor  had  been  con¬ 
ceived.  We  carried  on  the  above-mentioned  group 
training  throughout  Bepteraber  In  the  belief  that  It 
was  our  so-called  'annual  training* • 

"Toward  the  end  of  September  -  I  do  not  re¬ 
member  the  exact  date  -  Lieutenant  Commander  OEtNDA, 

I  then  Tactical  tftaff  Officer  of  the  First  Air  Fleet, 
came  to  me  Tinder  orders  from  above  with  the  In- 
j  structlon  that  as  the  negotiations  with  America  were 
I  becoming  more  and  more  critical,  the  idea  had  been 
conceived  that  In  the  event  of  war  breaking  out  be- 
t\7een  Japan  and  America,  an  aerial  attack  should  be 
made  at  the  outset  of  the  war  against  the  main  force 

I 

'  of  the  American  fleet  located  In  Hawaiian  waters. 

i 

And  hence,  that  studies  and  training  such  as  would 

i 

enable  our  aircraft  to  meet  the  tactical  needs  of 
such  an  attack  should  be  secretly  carried  out. 

"It  was  further  explained  to  me  that  the 
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object  of  this  operation  was  to  make  an  aerial  attack 
against  the  naln  force  of  the  Anerlcan  Fleet  pre- 
sunably  located  around  Pearl  Harbor  so  as  to  make 
It  difficult  for  a  time  for  the  American  Fleet  to 
come  across  the  ocean,  and  thereby  enable  us  to  com¬ 
plete  our  operations  In  the  South  during  that  tlmoj 
and  hence,  that  the  general  plan  was  to  make  aircraft 
carriers  and  capital  ships  the  primary  target  with 
the  local  airfields  and  the  air  force  based  there  the 
secondary  targets  In  order  to  preclude  their  being 
used  In  counter-attack. 


"This  Instruction  was  given  only  to  myself 
and  Lieutenant  MURATA,  who  was  also  a  Chief  Flight 
Officer  of  the  Akagl,  and  none  of  the  others  In  the 
air  corps  knew  anything  about  It. 

"Lieutenant  MURATA,  being  an  expert  on  tor¬ 
pedo  attack,  was  especially  instructed  to  take  part 
In  this  study.  It  was  originally  Intended  to  use 
torpedoes  as  the  principal  weapon  In  the  attack  on 


♦ 


i 


I 


Pearl  Harbor.  Beginning  early  In  October  we  there¬ 
fore  Incorporated  the  study  of  the  Idea  of  the  Pearl 

» 

Harbor  attack  Into  our  training  to  determine  whether 
or  not  such  an  attack  was  plausible  or  could  be  suc¬ 
cessfully  executed. 

"flany  problems  came  up  In  connection  with  the 
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study  and  training  concerning  the  execution  of  the 
plan  of  attach  on  Pearl  Harbor#  The  waters  of  Pearl 
Harbor,  being  very  narrow  and  only  about  12  meters 
deep,  It  was  felt  that  the  ordinary  torpedo  attack 
method,  hitherto  used  In  training  which  caused  tor¬ 
pedoes  to  penetrate  the  water  to  a  depth  of  approxi¬ 
mately  60  meters,  would  result  In  the  torpedoes 
striking  bottom  and  hence  nullifying  their  effect* 

In  our  study  and  training,  therefore,  we  worked  very 
hard  to  effect  a  torpedo  firing  method  which  could  be 
adapted  for  use  In  shallow watars*  j 

"Near  the  very  end  of  our  training  period, 
around  the  middle  of  November,  wo  came  to  the  con¬ 
clusion.  as  a  result  of  our  studies,  that  the  most  | 

*  I 

effective  firing  method  was  to  have  the  planes  fire  j 

from  a  height  of  20  meters  and  at  an  air  speed  of 
160  knots  with  the  plane  flying  parallel  to  the  water. 1 
As  wo  v/ero  then  supplied  with  torpedoes  equipped  with 
stabilizing  gears,  we  selected  a  spot  in  the  narrow 
waters  of  Kagoshima  Bay  where  the  depth  was  12  meters 
and  practiced  firing  until  we  gained  confidence  In  .] 
shallow  water  torpedo  operation.  | 

I 

“This  final  training  was  carried  out  two  | 

days  prior  to  the  departure  of  the  fleet  from  6aekl 
Bay  and  barely  In  time.  A  study  of  torpedoes  with 
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stabilising  goars,  together  with  research  In  shallow  | 
water  torpedo  firing,  were  carried  out  on  the  basis  | 
of  our  demands,  and  It  was  proved  that  the  above  tor-  j 
pedo  was  nost  effective  when  fired  In  shallow  waters*  ; 
However,  the  total  number  of  required  torpedoes  had  j 
not  been  preoared  and  could  not  be  supplied  before  j 
the  departure  of  the  fleet.  Hence  the  aircraft  car¬ 
rier  Kaga  remained  behind  for  approximately  three 
days  In  f^sobo,  and  after  receiving  the  remaining 
torpedoes  followed  the  fleet. 

"The  attack  on  Pearl  Harbor  demanded  the  use  t 
of  as  many  high  accuracy  torpedoes  as  possible.  It 
was  decided,  however,  to  use  horizontal  bombing  also 
for  the  following  reasons i  j 

I 

"1.  Although  the  problem  of  shallow  firing  | 
editable  for  the  waters  of  Pearl  Harbor  was  thus 
solved,  such  firing  method  required  special  «kill 
and  we  felt  some  uneasiness  In  the  case  of  flyers  who 
had  not  been  highly  trained. 

"2.  Phjuld  the  American  Fleet  at  anchor  be 
protected  by  torpedo  nets,  the  torpedoes  we  Intended 
to  use  against  then  would  prove  ineffective, 

*‘3.  wus  reckoned  that  American  warships 
would  be  lying  two  abreast  while  at  anchor.  In  such 
case  the  only  possible  moans  of  attack  against  the  ' 
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one  lying  on  the  landward  side  ^7ould  be  by  bombs. 

"Pince  the  accuracy  of  our  Navy's  horizon¬ 
tal  bombing  at  the  time  was  not  very  high,  we  de¬ 
cided  on  the  formation  'Probable'  bombing  method. 

And  In  order  to  Increase  the  number  of  attacking 
units  we  reduced  the  number  of  planes  per  formation 
from  nine  to  five.  In  order  to  maintain  the  hitting 
percentage,  It  was  decided  to  reduce  the  bombing 
altitude  to  3, OCX)  meters  which  was  the  ninlmum 
height  calculated  to  enable  the  bombs  which  we  then 
Intended  to  use  (converted  l6-inch  shells)  to  pierce 
the  arnor  of  the  American  capital  ships.  Ifridor  those 
conditions  Iv.  -nzs  calculated  that  such  skill  of  the 
bombing  Icadci'c  as  V70  could  count  upon  at  the  time 
would  make  It  posjitle  for  the  tactical  demands  of 
the  operations  p^oinct  the  anchored  battle  ships  to  • 
bo  satlsfactoi'.'ly  mot. 

“Foirevor,  the  8OO  kilogram  armor-piercing 
bombs  which  Tjro  to  bo  used  for  this  operation  were 
16 -inch  shells  ir^enlly  converted  for  the  purpose. 
Consequently,  in  the  event  of  tholr  being  carried 
by  planes.  It  nreessltated  the  reconstruction  of 
the  bombing  apparatus  of  the  plane  structure. 

"The  supply  of  bombs  was  made  In  time  for 
the  departure  of  ttM  fleet  from  Saekl  Bay.  However, 
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the  reconstruction  of  the  bombing  apparatus  of  the 

newly  received  planes  fell  behind  schedule.  Hence, 

the  aircraft  carriers  took  workmen  on  board  and  en 

• 

route  from  the  port  of  departure  to  the  rendezvous 
point  at  Hltokappu  Bay  and  completed  reconstruction. 

"The  aircraft  carrier  Zulkaku  was  completed 
on  25  September  194-1,  and  the  carrier  Shokaku  a  short 
time  oatUer.  Out  of  these  two,  the  Fifth  Air 
Squadron  was  organized  and  Incorporated  into  the  First 
Air  Fleet,  But  as  their  crews  had  to  be  hurriedly 
trained,  with  the  training  of  less  than  a  month, 
their  training  and  proficiency  was  not  adequate.  It 
was  therefore  decided  to  use  the  flyers  belonging  to 
the  First  and  Second  Air  Squadrons  In  the  attacks 
against  warships  since  that  required  special  skill, 
and  the  flyers  belonging  to  the  Fifth  Air  Squadron  were 

to  be  used  in  the  attack  against  the  airfields* 

\  1 

"It  was  first  intended,  at  the  beginning  of 
the  training,  to  have  the  planes  take  off  from  the 
'carriers  at  night  so  as  to  make  the  attack  on  Pearl 
Harbor  at  dawn.  But  the  training  and  proficiency  of  • 
the  flyers,  especially  when  those  of  the  newly  organ* 

4 

Izcd  Fifth  Air  Squadron  was  considered,  was  not  be* 
lieved  sufficient  to  enable  them  to  take  off  at  night 
on  group  flight.  Hence,  when  the  training  ended,  I 


I 
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reported  this  opinion  In  effect  to  ny  superiors 
and  the  original  dnvm  attack  plan  was  changed  so 
as  to  have  the  planes  take  off  fron  the  carriers 
at  dawn  and  to  make  the  attack  by  daylight." 
^worn  to  on  this  ~ 
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THE  PRESIDENT:  What  are  you  endeavoring 
to  prove  In  reading  this  material?  We  know  the 
attack  took  place  and  that  It  was  highly  successful* 

MR.  ROBERTS:  The  main  purpose  Is  to  show  the 
lack  of  preparation  by  the  navy  for  war  at  the  time. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  You  do  not  prove  that  by 
showing  It  was  a  very  successful  operation.  That  Is 
the  main  purpose  of  that  afflclavlt. 

MR*  ROBERTS:  They  also  mention  the  many 

!  difficulties  they  encountered  In  their  hurried  train- 

1 

i 

Ing  period  because  of  the  fact  that  they  were  Informed 
only  one  month  before  luid,  as  stated  In  the  affidavit 
of  the  preceding  witness ,  the  success  of  the  surprise— 
the  success  of  the  attack  was  as  much  a  surprise  to 
them  as  It  was  to  the  United  States. 

You  may  cross-examine. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Mr*  Tavenner. 

MR.  TAVENNER:  No  cross-examination,  If  the 
Tribunal  please* 

THE  PRESIDENT;  The  witness  Is  excused  on 
the  usual  terms. 

(Whereupon,  the  witness  was  excused.) 

MR.  ROBERTS:  We  call  as  our  next  witness 
Minoru  GENDA* 
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1  MINORU  GENOA,  ’’called  as  a  witness  on  behalf 

2  of  the  defense,  being  first  duly  sworn,  testified 

^  through  Japanese  interpreters  as  follows: 


DIRECT  EXAMINATION 


3Y  MR.  ROBERTS: 


Q  Please  state  your  name  and  address. 

7 

A  My  address:  No.  147  Higashi  Koshima-cho, 

8 

City  of  Nagasaki;  my  name  is  GENDA,  Minoru. 

9 

MR.  ROBERTS:  May  the  witness  be  shown 

10 

defense  document  No.  1974. 

11 

Q  Please  examine  this  document  and  tell  us 

12 

whether  it  is  your  sworn  affidavit. 

A  This  is  my  affidavit. 

Q  Is  it  true  and  correct? 

16  A  Yes. 

17  MR.  ROBERTS:  I  offer  in  evidence  defense 

18  document  No.  1974. 

19  THE  PRESIDENT:  Mr.  Tavenner. 

20  Iffi.  TAVENIO:  If  the  Tribunal  please,  we 

21  concede  as  relevant  and  material  through  item  2  down  to 

22  item  3  on  page  2  and  also  the  matter  relating  to  an 

23  additional  order  appearing  near  the  bottom  of  page  4 
and  extending  through  items  A  and  B  on  page  ?.  The  rest 
of  the  affidavit  we  contend  to  bo  immaterial  and  irrelo- 
vant  in  that  It  descends  to  great  particularity  regard Ing 


GENOA  DIRECT 


26,743 


matters  that  are  not  material  and  which  are  repetitive 
In  character* 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Mr.  Roberts. 

MR.  ROBERTS:  The  prosecution  went  to  great 
length  to  Introduce  testimony  from  yoemen  and  other 
naval  men  concerning  the  attack  on  Pearl  Harbor  and 
went  Into  much  detail  thereon.  We  are  Introducing 
here  In  addition  to  members  of  the  General  Staff  who 
drew  the  plans  and  were  familiar  with  the  actual 
operations  the  various  staff  officers  of  the  Combined 
Fleet  who  acted  ~  those  are  the  men  who  acted  upon 
the  orders,  who  carried  out  the  orders  issued  by  the 
General  Staff. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  As  I  am  reminded,  the 
prosecution  had  the  onus  of  proving  that  Pearl  Harbor 
occurred  but  you  have  no  onus  of  showing  how  success¬ 
ful  It  was  or  why  It  was  successful*  That  is  no 
relevant  matter.  It  Is  cumulative  In  any  event. 

UR.  ROBERTS:  Although  this  fact  may  be 
collaterally  proved  In  our  evidence,  that  is  not  the 
main  reason  for  the  evidence  that  we  are  advancing  at 
this  time.  The  Indictment  charges  and  the  prosecution 
has  attempted  to  prove  that  the  plans  were  long 
drawn  out,  that  they  were  In  existence  for  a  long 
time  before  December  7,  1941.  We  want  to  show  by  the 
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men  who  Issued  the  orders,  by  the  men  who  carried 
them  out,  that  such  was  not  the  fact  and  directly 
refute  tho  charges  made  by  the  prosecution  and  con¬ 
tained  In  the  Indictment. 

This  gives  all  the  facts  and  circumstances 
surrounding  tho  attack  on  Pearl  Harbor,  tells  when  It 
arose  and  what  actually  took  place  at  that  time;  and 
although  It  may  prove  the  success,  that  Is  not  the 
Idea  that  we  are  trying  to  carry  out.  We  are  simply 
trying  to  give  you  all  the  facts  and  give  you  their 
side  of  the  story  and  we  also  want  to  convince  this 
Court  that  Order  No.  1,  v'hereln  the  navy  was  advised 
that  In  case  the  negotiation  vfas  successful,  the  navy 
was  to  withdraw.  Those  are  matters  of  defense  that  are 
vital  to  all  of  the  accused. 

With  respect  to  the  Instructions  referred  to 
In  the  affidavit,  those  are  tho  Instructions  which  this 
man  says  he  drew  up  himself  and  with  which  he,  of 
courao,  should  be  familiar.  Those  were  verbal  Instruc¬ 
tions  • 

It  Is  also  the  contention  of  the  defense  that 
these  facts  refute  ary  possible  charge  of  conspiracy  on 
the  part  of  the  defendants. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  By  a  majority  the  objection  Is 
overruled  and  tho  document  admitted  on  the  usual  terms. 
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CLERK  OF  THE  COURT:  Defense  document  1974 
Trill  receive  exhibit  No.  3009. 

(Whereupon,  the  document  above 
referred  to  vras  marked  defense  exhibit 
No.  3009  and  received  in  evidence.) 

MR.  ROBERTS:  I  read  exhibit  3009: 

"My  name  is  Minoru  GENDA  and  I  formerly  was 
a  captain  in  the  Japanese  navy.  I  was  appointed  Staff 
Officer  of  the  First  Air  Squadron  on  1  November  1940. 
On  15  November  1940  I  was  promoted  to  the  rank  of 
commander.  On  1  April  1941  I  became  Staff  Officer  of 
the  First  Air  Fleet  and  remained  at  that  position 
until  the  latter  part  of  June  1942. 

"Early  in  February  1941  when  the  Flagship 
Kaga  was  anchored  in  Arlake  Bay  (K3mshu),  I  received 
a  letter  from  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  11th  Air  Fleet, 
Rear  Admiral  ONISHI,  with  v;hom  I  v^as  personally  well 
acquainted.  In  this  letter  he  asked  me  to  come  to 
Kanoya  at  once  as  he  \7anted  to  see  me  on  Important 
business.  So  I  proceeded  to  Kanoya  on  the  following 
day  and  called  on  him  at  the  Fleet  Headquarters. 

"He  then  showed  me  a  private  letter  which  he 
had  received  from  Vice-Admiral  YAliAMOTO,  Commander  in 
Chief  o^  the  Combined  Fleet.  I  do  not  know  where  this 
letter  is  at  the  present  time  but  in  substance  it  was 
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as  follows: 

***111  the  event  of  outbreak  of  war  with  the 
United  States,  there  would  be  little  prospect  of  our 
operations  succeeding  unless,  at  the  very  outset,  we 
can  deal  a  crushing  blow  to  the  main  force  of  the 
American  Fleet  in  Hawaiian  waters  by  using  the  full 
strength  of  the  First  and  Second  Air  Squadrons  and  thus 
to  preclude  the  possibility  of  the  American  Fleet 
advancing  In  offensive  operations  In  the  Western 
Pacific  for  some  time.  And  It  Is  my  desire  that  I  be 
given  command  of  this  air  attack  force  so  that  I  may 
carry  out  the  operation  myself*  Please  make  a  study 
of  this  operation*'  | 

"Rear  Admiral  ONISHI  then  said  to  met 
'Please  make  this  study  In  utmost  secrecy,  with 
special  attention  to  the  feasibility  of  the  operation,  ' 
method  of  execution  and  the  forces  to  be  used*' 

I 

"I  commenced  this  study  upem  returning  to  my 
ship  and  after  a  week  or  ton  days  I  again  called  on 
Rear  Admiral  ONISHI  and  handed  him  my  answer*  I 
criticized  the  plan  from  several  aspects  and  concluded  I 


23 


24 

25 


that  the  attack,  while  extremely  difficult,  was  not 
Impossible*  With  some  slight  reference  to  my  answer, 
Rear  Admiral  ONISHI  prepared  his  views  on  the  matter 
and  sent  them  to  the  Commander  In  Chief  of  the  Combined 
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Fleet. 

"At  the  time  of  the  organisation  of  the 
First  Air  Fleet  in  April  of  1941,  the  only  officers  In 
the  Headquarters  of  the  said  fleet  who  were  aware  of 
YAMAMOTO'S  idea  of  an  attack  on  Pearl  Harbor  were 

! 

Commander  in  Chief  Vice-Admiral  HAGUUO,  Chief  of 

I 

Staff  Rear  Admiral  KUSAKA,  Senior  Staff  Officer 
I  Captain  OISHI  and  myself.  From  that  time  until  the 
i  early  part  of  September  we  did  not  undertake  to  draw 

1  i 

I  up  any  concrete' plan  with  reference  to  this  operation.  > 

"Early  in  September  Rear  Admiral  KDSAKA, 

i 

Chief  of  Staff,  summoned  the  Staff  and  ordered  us  to 
study  and  draft  a  plan  for  this  attack  and  I  was 
named  Secretary  for  this  purpose.  After  working  for  j 
I  about  a  week  aboard  the  Akagl  I  completed  a  preliminary! 

'  plan.  While  this  preliminary  plan  was  in  the  main  I 

I  similar  to  the  Operation  Plan  that  was  actually  ' 

I 

executed,  it  differed  from  the  latter  in  the  following  I 

I  I 

I  respects  I  ' 

"A.  The  point  of  rendesvous  prior  to 
departure  for  the  attack  was  fixed  at  Atsugishi  Bay  or 
Mutsukal  Bay. 

"B.  There  was  no  connection  with  the  advance 
force  (submarines). 

j  "C.  There  was  nothing  concrete  as  to  time. 
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j  "D,  The  air  raid  plan  was  not  worked  out  In 

detail. 

'•Around  the  12th  or  13th  of  September  the 
chart  maneuvers  of  the  Combined  Tleet  were  held  at  the 
I  Naval  Staff  College.  The  maneuvers  relating  to  the 
Hawaiian  Operations  which  were  carried  out  separately  j 

I 

from  the  general  maneuvers  were,  for  the  most  part, 
based  on  the  above  preliminary  plan,  the  one  difference 
being  that  It  made  use  of  Hltokappu  Bay  as  the  rendezvous 

'  point.  I 

"I  believe  It  was  on  the  1st  of  October  1941 
that  Vice-Admiral  NAGUMO  summoned  the  Headquarters 
personnel  of  the  various  air  squadrons  and  commanders,  j 
chief  flying  officers  and  squadron  leaders  of  all  the 
carriers  to  his  flagship  and  Issued  the  Instruction 
that  since  this  fleet  would  receive  the  assignment  to 
attack  Hawaii,  In  the  event  of  war,  the  training  and 
study  of  the  Fleet  thenceforth  should  be  carried  out 

I 

with  emphasis  on  that  point.  j 

"The  last  chart  maneuver  of  the  Combined 
Fleet  was  held  aboard  the  NAGATO  In  the  western  part 
of  the  Inland  Sea  early  In  October  and  was  carried  out 
on  the  basis  of  the  three-carrier  plan. 

1 

"At  the  Task  Force  Headquarters,  the  Senior  ' 
Staff  Of'^lcer  drafted  the  Hawaii  Operation  Plan  j 
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(Secret  Task  Force  Order  No.  1)  toward  the  end  of 
October  and  then  took  It  to  the  Combined  Fleet  Head¬ 
quarters  for  approval.  On  the  second  of  November  the 
whole  of  the  Task  Force  (with  the  exception  of  the 
fighter  plane  force  and  the  Second  Submarine  Squadron) 
rendezvoused  In  Arlake  Bay.  All  unit  commanders  and 
above,  together  with  flying  officers,  were  summoned 
aboard  the  Flagship  Akagl  where  they  were  told  of  the 
duties  that  would  be  assigned  to  our  Task  Force  In  the 
event  of  war  and  that,  by  way  of  preliminary  training, 
maneuvers  would  be  carried  out  with  Saekl  and  Sukumo 
as  targets,  and  the  plan  for  these  maneuvers  was 
explained.  * 

"I  do  not  have  a  clear  recollection  as  to 
when  we  received  the  Combined  Fleet  General  Order 
Number  1  but  I  believe  It  was  just  after  we  had  com- 

I 

pleted  the  above  maneuvers.  The  Task  Force  Order 
Number  1  was  Immediately  printed  and  a  part  was  dis¬ 
tributed  on  17  November  prior  to  departure  from  Saekl 
Bay  to  the  advance  force  (submarines)  and  other 
necessary  quarters  with  the  date  of  Issue  of  the 
order  left  in  blank.  The  balance  were  distributed 
with  the  date  of  issue  filled  In  and  distributed  upon  ■ 
arrival  at  Hltokappu  Bay. 

”1  believe* that  the  part  of  the  Combined 
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(vhethor  that  part  heid  been  cut  but  from  th^^Celieral —  | 
Order  or  printed  as  a  separate  pamphlet  I  do  not  j 

recall)  was  as  follows!  ! 

"*The  Task  Force,  keeping  Its  movements  In 
utmost  secrecy  and  In  accordance  with  a  special  order, 
shall  advance  Into  the  Hawaii  area;  and  Immediately  1 
upon  commencement  of  war  It  shall  attack  the  main  force! 
of  the  American  Fleet  In  the  Hawaii  area  and  deal  It 

I 

a  mortal  blow* 

•'•Air  attack  Is  scheduled  for  dawn  of  X  day 
(exact  date  to  be  given  by  a  later  order). 

•’•Upon  COTjpletlon  of  the  air  attack,  the 
Task  Force  Is  to  return  to  Japan* 


"•Should  the  negotiations  with  America  prove 
successful,  the  Task  Force  Is  to  return  at  once.' 

"Although  the  Task  Force  Order  No.  1  was 
probably  the  same,  In  the  main,  as  the  exhibit  sub¬ 
mitted  In  evidence  by  the  prosecution  I  recall  that 
communication  and  supply  plans  were  attached  to  It. 

"The  ships  of  the  Task  Force,  upon  completion 
of  preparations,  came  to  Saekl  Bay  one  by  one;  and  by 
the  16th  all  had  rendezvoused  there  with  the  exception 
of  the  Kaga. 

"On  the  17th,  the  ships  loft  Saekl  at  Ihtervais 
In  scattered  groups  and  rendezvoused  at  Hltokappu  Bay 
on  the  Bf?d*  —The  Kqga  arrived  there— eomewhat— later. _ 
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The  Task  Force  Order  No,  3»  which  was  the  plan  of  air 
attack,  was  completed  at  this  time  and  distributed  to 
all  the  ships  together  with  Order  No,  1  on  24th  Novembe]', 
This  Order  Number  3»  I  believe,  was  much  the  same  as 
that  submitted  by  the  prosecution, 

"In  addition  to  the  above  orders,  there  was 
Issued  to  the  various  units  an  order  In  the  form  of 
verbal  Instructions  from  the  Chief  of  Staff  pertaining 
to  the  measures  to  be  taken  under  various  conditions. 

Most  of  this  order  I  drafted  myself.  Its  principal 
points  v/ere  the  following: 

"A,  If,  while  proceeding  eastward  from 
Hltokappu  Bay,  the  Task  Force  should  encounter 
American  warships,  merchantmen  or  airplanes  or 
neutral  merchantmen.  It  should  change  direction 
sharply  as  soon  as  discovery  Is  made  by  the  patrol 
vessel;  but  advance  toward  the  objective  should  be 
continued  while  maintaining  greatest  secrecy  as  to 
position.  If  the  whole  of  the  Task  Force  Is  discovered, 
turn  back  as  though  nothing  had  happened;  but  if  such 
discovery  Is  made  on  X-1  day  or  later,  resolutely 
carry  out  the  attack, 

"B.  If  all  the  attendant  conditions  dictate 
an  assault,  despatch  the  combat  planes  of  the  second 
attack  corps  at  the  same  time  as  those  of  the  first 
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"Torpedo  and  bomb  attacks  are  to  be  carried 
out  while  the  8l  combat  planes  maintain  control  of 
the  air. 

"All  unit  commanders  and  flying  officers  of 
the  Task  Force  were  summoned  aboard  the  Akagl  on  24th 
November  for  final  explanation  of  the  operation  plans 
and  consultations,  and  the  start  for  the  attack  was 
made  from  Hltokappu  Bay  on  the  26th." 

You  may  examine. 

HR.  TAVENNERt  I  have  only  one  question, 
your  Honor. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  You  had  bettor  put  It 
tomorrow.  Only  one? 

MR.  TAVENNER:  Yes. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION 

BY  MR.  TAVEIJNER: 

Q  You  refer  to  the  fact  that  this  order  was 
a  verbal  Instruction  and  yet  you  prepared  the  draft. 
Where  Is  the  draft  and  will  you  present  It? 

A  May  I  have  the  question  repeated? 

(TJhereupon,  the  last  question  was 
read  by  the  Japanese  court  reporter.) 

A  In  the  Japanese  navy  orders  Issued  by  the 
Chief  of  Staff  of  this  kind  are  Issued  In  writing  and 
are  Issued  In  the  name  of  the  Commander  In  Chief, 
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the  order  taking  the  form  of  a  verbal  order  of  the 
Chief  of  Staff.  There  are  no  such  documents  In 
existence  now.  In  the  Japanese  navy  these  orders 
are  called  verbal  orders  Issued  by  the  Chief  of 
Staff  and  are  actually  In  writing  but  there  are  no 
such  orders  —  but  there  are  no  such  documents  now 

In  existence. 

MR.  ROBERTS:  May  the  witness  be  excused 
on  the  usual  terms? 

THE  PRESIDENT:  He  la  excused  on  the  usual 

terms. 

(Whereupon,  the  witness  was  excused.) 
the  PRESIDENT:  I  desire  Mr.  Tavenner,  the 
Dutch  prosecutor  and  Major  Blakeney  to  meet  Justice 
Rollng  and  me  In  Chambers  tomorrow  morning  to  deal 
with  the  matter  relating  to  proposed  witnesses  In 
the  Netherlands  East  Indies  at  nine  o'clock  In  the 

morning. 

We  will  adjourn  until  half-past  nine 
tomorrow  morning. 

(Whereupon,  at  1605,  an  adjournment 
was  taken  until  Tuesday,  26  August  IW,  at 
0930.) 


